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COMMUNlSrA WILL BRING ABOUT''PeACE ON 
EARTH, SOOP WILL TO MEN IN WHOM THE 
PARTY IS WELL PLEASED." ', ^ 
MAN AS AN tNDtVIDUAL. 
IS NOT IMPORTANT.'' 
THERE IS NO SPECIAL. 
VALUE ASSOCIATED 
WITH HUMAN LIFE, IT 
IS THE HUMAN RACE 
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COUNTS. THE WEAK 
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ISKILHI^S THE NEXT EXCITING 
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MORATORIUM AND THE UNIVERSITY 
The strategy of active students 
ii.r-''- i in the Moratorium Campaign 
has been premised by the realization 
that the official structures, ethos and 
teaching function of the university is 
indirectly linked to the present war-
against the Vietnamese people. There 
is little evidence at the moment that 
the university is directly involving 
itself in research for the U. S. or 
Australian military establishment al-
though evidence seems to have been 
recently uncovered that Sydney 
university has some involvement in 
such research. 
Indirectly however the university 
transmits the established cultural, 
political and social norms of the soc-
iety. It avoids immediate social issues 
with an aptitude that amounts to 
criminal delinquency. The uninterr-
upted "efficient" production of a wide 
variety of social and technical eng-
ineers for the status quo and the Ren-
eral view that the business as usual 
mentality should pervade over any 
questioning of the role, effects and 
function of the univenity, amounts 
to Uttle more than a systematic, 
structural stultification of worthwhile 
debate in the whole university. 
It is with this in mind that it has 
become an integral part of the Mor-
atorium committee's strategy to foster 
debate on Vietnam in the classrooms 
in an attempt to relate academic 
disciplines - their content and funct-
ioning to the problems of the Vietnam-
ese people and hopefully also to the 
national liberation fronts all over 
the world in their fight against 
colonialism, economic exploitat-
ion and total material degradatioa 
THEREFORE ON WEDNESDAY 
MAY 6TH (and beforehand if poss-
ible) WE ASK ALL STUDENTS TO 
DISCUSS VIETNAM AND-RELATED 
ISSUES IN THE CLASSROOMS, 
On May 1th we are asking 
staff, students and workers of the 
university to take off the day to 
participate in a tea chin on Vietnam 
and conscription. 
STRIKE ON MAY ITH 
On Friday May 8th we are asking 
workers and students in all educational 
institutions to join in a demonstration 
from university into the city to express 
our opposition to the Vietnam war 
either as pacifists, liberals or as revolut-
ionaries expressing solidarity with 
socialist revolution against U. S, 
imperialism. 
MARCH MAY 8TH 
Over the final week of the 
Moratorium we are setting up on campus 
the structures and machinery ro make the 
university the centre of the Moratorium 
activity. The building of a Peoples' 
Park (in the area known by the reactionary 
bourgeoisie as the Great Court) will 
mamfest our view that the university 
and its facilities belong to the staff-
students and workers to be used by them 
for activities that are obviously of 
great social importance. Join students 
and workers in soEdarity and sympathy 
with the Vietnamese people - join the 
Moratorium activities. 
- Jim Prentice 
The Campus Moratorium Committee includes 
groups of all political and philosophical 
tendencies who are opposed to Australian 
involvement in Vietnam and the existence 
of forced military conscription. The off-
icial slogans of the Campus Moratorium 
Committee are withdrawal of Australian 
troops immediately and immediate 
repeal of die National Service Act. 
Groups of all political outlooks are and 
will DC involved. 
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Jim Prentice 
The Invasion of Czechoslavakia 
represer\ts the culmination of a 
concerted effort by the Russian 
Communist Party hierarchy to pro-
tect itself from the counter-
ideologies which threaten to under-
mine the present national and inter-
national strength of Russian status 
quo, The invasions of Hungary and 
Czechoslavakia were not isolated 
mistakes, they fit into a prevailing 
world view of the Russian ruling 
elites. This caste asserts its "social-
ist" mission as fighting to maintain 
its political, social and economic 
hegemony in Eastern Europe to 
protect it from any "revisionist 
doctrines" that emerged in Czecho-
slavakia and Hungary such as 
workers-control, freedom and social-
ism free of party bureaucratization. 
The invasion of Vietnam repre-
sents the culmination of a concerted 
effort by the American power elite 
to protect itself from the counter 
; ideologies which threatens to under-
mine the present national and inter-
national strength of American status 
quo. The invasion of Vietnam and 
T^he Dominican Republic were not 
•' isolated mistakes, they fit into a 
prevailing world view of the Ameri-
can ruling elites. This caste asserts 
Its "democratic" mission as fighting 
to maintain its political, social and 
economic hegemony in the third 
world to protect it from any "anti-
democratic" doctrines that emerged 
in The Dominician and Vietnam 
such as economic justice, social 
equality and government free of 
cohtrol of a corrupt landlord class. 
For the purposes of this article I 
wish to concentrate on the latter 
theme in an attempt to indicate 
that there has been a consistent 
policy adopted within the American 
foreign policy field that has, 
especially in Latin America, been 
primarily directed at protecting the 
interests of American international 
combines. She has a consequent or 
derivative desire to ensure that 
throughout the rest of the third 
world there should be an adequate 
demonstration of the fact that 
social or socialist revolution will not 
be countenanced if it is to effect 
directly or indirectly America's 
immediate needs — both political 
and economic. 
It is important to begin by 
looking at South America — a 
virtually unknown continent, which 
has never figured greatly in the 
usual works on the history of 
colonialism and yet increasingly I 
think holds the key to the analysis 
of American foreign policy. 
SOUTH AMERICA 
The South American people are 
faced continually, with starvation, 
disease and malnutrition. The con-
tinent is characterised more by 
ruthless totalitarian governments 
than by "democratic" governments 
in the traditional western sense. 
These governments are usually 
based on a landlord or military 
ruling elite. There are about a 
hundred million illiterate people and 
100 million who suffer endemic 
diseases in this continent {') Less 
than 1 % of Latin Americans own 
71 % of farm lands yet over half of 
Latin America's population are 
involved in some form of land culti-
vation. Despite the huge problems 
of finding surplus capita! to start 
developing this potentially rich con-
tinent Americans exploit the 
country to the fullest extent. 
Between 1950 and 1955 America 
invested 2 billion dollars, made 3 -^
biHion and took I i billion out of 
the country. (-) 
"In 1961 we (America) took out 
of Latin America about H times 
what we shipped home from Europe, 
but on an investment one-third the 
s i z e " . (••') 
The outflow of money into 
America, an already affluent society 
from Latin America is enough to 
condemn her alone, irrespective of 
her political manipulation in the 
area. First to sum up the economic 
relationships between America and 
Latin American countries in general 
it should be said that foreign invest-
ment must be looked upon as a 
method of pumping surplus out of 
underdeveloped countries, not as a 
channel which surplus is directed 
into them. (••) 
Public or government assistance 
is usually in the form of loans or 
gifts of military equipment usually 
used to suppress internal dissent. 
Loans are used to tie Latin America 
to particular trade relationships 
which ensure the normal domination 
of a secondary industry producing 
nations over countries producing 
primarily raw materials. As Carlos 
Fuentos, the famous Mexican novel-
ist puts it, "We have seen what 
happens when even a comparatively 
rich and technically advanced 
country like Argentina attempts to 
make itself master of its own 
destiny. It simply ends by falling 
victim to a new type of colonizers 
— the coldeyed bankers in 
Washington". («) 
I hope the influence of corporate 
business interests will be further 
borne out by^  the analysis below. 
Political manipulation has mani-
fested itself in a far more overt 
form than the economic situation, 
and it is in this light that I wish 
to look at American intervention in 
Latin America In particular coun-
tries. 
VIETNAM 
CUBA 
For a long time Cuba was ruled 
by a ruthless man named Batista. 
Despite Batista's record or perhaps 
because of it, he was given Ameri-
can finance assistance. While 
America supported this dictator, 
40% of the people were illiterate, 
3 i million had no sanitary provisions 
and 100,000 people suffered 
T.B. C) A basic reason for America's 
support was that she had a strangle 
hold on the economy, owing 90% 
of mines, 70% of cattle ranches 
and 100% of oil refining industry. 
The balance of payment had 
between 1950-1960 favoured the 
U.S. to the extent of $1 billion C) 
American support or this tyrannical 
rule is typical of much of her 
foreign policy in Latin America. 
When Castro came to power through 
genuine social revolution, (without 
much support from the Cuban 
Communists who for a long time 
remained a reformist group, regard-
ing Castro as a left adventurist) he 
nationalized U.S. property. 
The American reaction after some 
initial sympathy but later after their 
failure to destroy Cuba economi-
cally by manipulating sugar deals, 
was to prepare for an invasion of 
the new socialist state. The Central 
Intelligence Agency with the full 
knowledge of Eisenhower, Nixon 
and Kennedy made ready -for the 
famous Bay of Pigs invasion: Had 
the United States been more than 
just concerned with their financial 
interests, they certainly would not 
have rejected Manuel Ray as leader 
of the invasion. Manul Ray was the 
only person who had any support 
besides Castro in Cuba yet he'was 
unacceptable to the Americans. 
Ray believed in continued nationali-
zation of Cuban industries. It is 
obvious that the Americans cou}d 
hardly accept him as a potential 
leader of Cuba. American strategy 
in Cuba fortunately was thwarted 
but she has had "successes" in 
other areas such as Guatemala. 
Guatemala is another South 
American country which faces huge 
problems of malnutrition, poverty 
and illiteracy. Life expectancy is 
about 42 .C*) America had supported 
Ubico until he was overthrown by 
revolution in 1944. Juan Jose 
Arevalo was elected in relatively 
fair elections after the revolution 
and his legal successor Arbenz 
began a movement towards limited 
social change in the country. Before 
Arevalo, the rights of labour, 
whether in the factory or fields, 
including the U.S. United Fruit's 
plantations, had never been recog-
nized, civil liberties, freedom of 
speech and press were not allowed, 
foreign interests sacred, their 
privileges were monopolistic and 
their tax concessions beyond all 
considerations of fairness. (") 
When. Arbenz attempted to re-
distribute land — none of which 
was highly cultivated and most 
actually lying fallow — the United 
States reacted violently. The re-
action was due to the fact that 
Arbenz had expropriated 250,000 
acres of United. Fruits Co.'s land. 
The land was at the time unculti-
vated and Arbenz offered compensa-
tion of $600,000 based on the value 
set on the property by the owner 
himself. Eishenhower gave his full 
permission ('") for a C.l.A.-inspired 
coup in early 1954. The coup was 
led by Castillo Armas, a right-wing 
military dictator. 
There are a number of important 
sidelights to the American interest 
in Guatemala. John Foster Dulles 
who was foreign secretary, was a 
stockholder and legal adviser to 
United Fruit. His brother, Allan 
Dulles, the director of CIA was a 
large shareholder in the fruit 
company and John Moor Cabot 
Assistant Secretary of State for 
Inter-American Affairs was a large 
stockholder also in the company. 
The junta the Americans helped 
establish immediately suspended 
agarian reform and disenfranchised 
the illiterate masses pieaning 70% 
of the population. 
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC 
Perhaps the most hated man 
besides Duval ier of Haiti in South 
^merica was the President of the 
Dominican Republic, Trujillo. 
Despite the fact that Trujillo had 
executed over 100,000 of his 
opponents over the period of his 
rule, the House of Representatives 
In 1958 went on record of opposing 
unfavourable action towards Tru-
jillo. The rationale for American 
support was that he was anti-
communist and presumably in terms 
of the cold war myths he was a 
leader of a country in the free 
world. 
In 1961 a CIA coup was 
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arranged. The man who rgplaced 
Truji l lo Had been close to Truj i l lo 
before the coup and thus conditions 
in the Dominican Republic did not 
improve greatly. In 1963 Borsh won 
an election as a left-liberal and was 
immediately branded as a com-
munist. A right-wing coup took 
power and the suppression of 
human rights grew again. America 
immediately supported the new 
military junta. Borsh in 1965 lead 
a revolution to restore himself to 
power but again the Americans 
sent assistance to the junta. They 
landed 20,000 troops in order to 
stop any chance of real social 
change in the country. "The John-
son administration's hostility; not 
only to social revolution, but even 
to social reform, however was re-
vealed during tl ie early stages of 
the intervention when Washington 
pressed for changes in the Domini-
can constitution (of 1963). Wash-
ington was particularly opposed to 
article (1) giving workers a right to 
profit sharing in both industrial and 
agricultural enterprises; (2) pro-
hibiting large land holdings; (3) 
l imiting the right of foreigners to 
acquire land and (4) requiring land-
holders to sell their holdings above 
the maximum fixed by law. An 
amendment was urged by Washing-
ton to exempt owners of sugar 
plantations (who included several 
high Washington officials) from 
these reforms." (") 
Although in this essay I have 
looked at three countries in Latin 
America where intervention were 
most obvious, it is nonetheless true 
that in general America has sup-
ported the most ruthless dictators 
(Ydigerus In Guatemala, Duval ier in 
Haiti, Soniogas in Nicaragua, Stroe-
soner in Paraguay) after, mainly 
because it served the interests of 
American monopolies to support 
such people. This is not a fight for 
freedom and democracy in Latin 
America.'The American monopolies 
have removed the basis for develop-
ment by exploitation of natural 
resources. They have ensured that 
the necessary material base (irres-
pective of other factors of U.S. 
policy) for a government serving the 
people is removed. Men like Ernesto 
Che Guevara and Inti Paredo per-
haps represent a new beginning in 
Latin America directed towards real 
social revolution — a revolution 
that of necessity directed against 
American foreign policy and 
economic interests. 
ASIA 
American foreign policy in Asia 
has been couched in the same 
myths of protection o f democracy 
and the free world against the inter-
national communist conspiracy. 
Vietnamese history destroys this 
myth. 
America's involvement in Viet-
nam came first in the form of aid 
to French imperialism in Indo China 
in 1951. In September 1945 Ho Chi 
Minh had declared Vietnam the 
Independent Democratic Republic 
of Vietnam. Ho had once been a 
member of the Comintern but his 
real claim to support amongst the 
Vietnamese people was that he had 
fought both French imperialism and 
Japanese expansionism. Ho had led 
a genuine social revolution and 
showed himself to have a primary 
concern for the economic welfare 
of the Vietnamese people. Even the 
conservative historian Fiefield states 
that, "Most historians writing about 
the period agree that Vietnam 
appeared more united than ever 
before, an overwhelming number 
seemed to be behind the new 
majority." (*-) 
Despite the acceptance of Ho Chi 
Minh generally as the national 
leader, the French provoked the 
Vietnamese in the South and re-
activated the struggle against 
colonlalizatlon. The Americans 
came to the support of the French. 
The reasons beside special French-
U,S. defence problems in Europe are 
best summarized by a 1951 U.S. 
State Department report, defining 
U.S. interests as "the much needed 
rice, rubber and t i n " , but added 
perhaps even more important would 
be the psychological effect of the 
fall of Indo-China. (") The defeat 
of social revolution in Vietnam 
would be as important as the defeat 
of the Cuban socialist state. 
America was concerned to show 
the underdeveloped nations that 
social revolution was an anathema 
to America's social and economic 
interests and this would be chal-
lenged at eveiy stage, 
The Vietnamese in 1954 were 
able to defeat the U.S.-backed 
French forces. As a result of the 
Geneva agreement, Vietnam was 
divided into North and South with 
elections to unify the country in 
1956. The Americans were not 
actual signatories to these agree-
ments but they said in effect they 
would defend them. 
In the north under the Com-
.it.^'?-^:^ 
p.^--^^-'^W •••'• 
K ? : •: <<['•;'••• .••s^iJ-^rijjt;. . 
Bd.f.:^.ry.'m^;^:r • 
w^^'40m \..-^^ :i 
l...ii---„v?-''' 
President: HO CHI MINH 
Mag 19, 1S90 
.September 3, Wr>9 
munist leadership of Ho Chi Minh 
there was huge economic reform, 
although Ho showed little respect 
for the French collaborators and 
large land holders and thus some 
went south to save themselves from 
severe persecution and death. In 
the South a powerful landowning 
class dominated the heavily Ameri-
can-influenced government. ' 
Under the provisions of the 
Geneva agreement In 1954, ful l 
elections in the North and South 
Vietnam were too be held but the 
South Vietnamese refused to come 
even to the preliminary talks be-
cause of undemocratic nature of 
the Northern political system. While 
the allegation was true, although Ho 
Chi Minh was certainly the most 
popular man in the North, the South 
did not have a particularly fine 
record in elections. The elections of 
1955 showed a rather too astound-
ing victory for Diem—in fact he got 
about 97% of the votes cast. Diem 
received about 5,750,000 votes.C) 
It is interesting to note in this re-
gard that Diem's mass organization 
v/as only built up after the elections 
and thus there is every evidence that 
there Vt^ as considerable manipulation 
in this election. The only real basis 
for Diem's refusal to participate in 
the national elections seems to be 
he knew full well that Ho Chi Minh 
as a national hero was certain to be 
successful. The International Con-
trol Committee set up during the 
Geneva conference seems in the 
period between the conference and 
the planned elections more i l l -
disposed towards the South rather 
than the NorthC'') (in terms of the 
number of violations of the Geneva 
Agreement.) 
As repression grew in the South,-
with Diem jailing Democrats, 
Socialists, Liberals, Communists and 
religious sects, a civil war began to 
develop. There had been no signifi-
cant land reform and the mass of 
the population were disenchanted 
with Diem's rule. The standard 
argument of the apologists of U.S. 
agression is that the conflict in the 
South grew up as a i-esult of North-
ern invasion. They cite the fact that 
the National Liberation Front was 
set up by the North in 1960. The 
National' Liberation Front was 
primarily Southern based body and 
in fact Diem himself in 1959 
admitted that there was then a 
virtual civil war in the South.(") The 
National Liberation Front was not a 
Norlh Vietnamese Communist 
Front. It was led by a Saigon lawyer 
who had been a pacifist and was a 
left liberal. It included people from 
religious sects, as well as the strong 
communist element. It was formed 
to co-ordinate the struggle against 
Diem and many of its successes were 
in Ihe Mekong DeltaC") which is 
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South of Saigon a long way from 
the North-South border. As the 
conservation liberal Scheinger 
points out, "There is some evidence 
that the communists at first hung 
back, evidently regarding South 
Vietnamese as infantile extremists, 
the civil insurrection in South Viet-
nam began to gather force by 1958 
— i t was not until Septem.ber 1960 
that the Communist Party of North 
Vietnam bestowed its formal bless-
ing.C")" 
Even after 1960 North Viet-
namese support was not very 
significant. As Stone points out for 
the period 1962-1964 only 2 ^ % of 
captured N.L.F. weapons were com-
munist made — the rest were 
captured from the French and 
Americans in Vietnam.C"") The U.S. 
white paper on Vietnam of 1965 Is 
unable to document any significant 
number of northern infiltraters. As 
Halberstam the New York Times 
Saigon correspondent fxjinted out in 
March 1964 in the Times "The 
war is largely a conflict of Southern-
ers, fought on Southern land. No 
capture of North Vietnamese in the 
South has come to light and it is 
generally believed that most Viet 
Cong weapons have been seized 
from the South Vietnamese Govern-
ment Forces," It was not unti l the 
U.S. bombing of the North that the 
North rather belatedly came to the 
full assistance of the N.L.F. 
Ho Chin Minh was stil l, unti l his 
death the most popular figure in 
Vietnam, and the N.L.F. the most 
popular force in the South. America, 
as Noam Chomsky (see Nat. U. No. 
2. 1970) says is reduced to the 
simple formula that to win against 
-^ a peoples' war they must eliminate 
the people. 
KOREA 
American intervention in Korea 
seemed to revolve around a similar 
concern for preventing social 
revolution rather than establishing 
a democratic system. Korea had 
been occupied by the Japanese for 
about thirty-five years unti l it was 
freed as a result of the defeat of the 
Japanese in 1945. The popular 
resistance movement had primarily 
been fought as in most South-East 
Asian countries, by large con-
glomerations of people with a large 
proportion of communists. In 1945, 
a National government was set up 
which had been given considerable 
support by the Korean people. 
When the American occupation be-
gan, the newly formed People's 
Republic was quashed by the 
Americans with the aid of Japanese 
quislnigs. An advisory council was 
set up which included many 
Japanese collaborators. Even the 
liberals in Korea refused to par-
ticipate in Rhee's government ,in 
the South. 
In North Korea, the Russians had 
used their influence and power to 
ensure Communist domination of 
the government. There was a great 
;deal of land redistribution accom-
panied with other social reform but 
also involving persecution of 
elements in the society which 
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opposed Kim II Sing the North 
Korean leader of the colonial revolt. 
In 1948, it was suggested by the 
Americans that procedures for re-
unification elections should be set 
up, after the Americans had dis-
fflantled in 1945 a united national 
government concerned with basic 
social reform. The North Koreans 
at the same time were preparing 
organizations for the running of a 
national election throughout Korea. 
Meetings of an interim committee 
convened in 1947 and Apri l 1948. 
Representatives of most political 
and social organizations of North 
and South Korea, condemned any 
attempts to have elections in North 
and South Korea with a view to 
giving a permanent division be-
tween the two areas. The only 
major groupings not to appear at 
this meeting were Rhee's party and 
the Democratic Party. 
The Americans had some finan-
cial interest in keeping Korea 
divided. American capital had 
moved into South Korea and 
American companies controlled 
large parts of concerns interested 
in mining, shipping and export and 
import services. Under these cir-
cumstances when the Russians 
failed to co-operate with the 
United Nations Commission, the 
Americans, called for elections in 
the South alone. The reason for the 
Russians failure to comply with the 
wishes of the United Nations is not 
clear. It was certainly unlikely that 
Sigman Rhee in a fair national elec-
tion would receive any widespread 
support. By 1947, as a conse-
quence of the dictatorial rule in the 
South, even the U.S. Assistant 
Secretary of State was forced to 
admit that, 'Many Koreans feel they 
are worse off now than they ever 
were'C") Kim II Sing on the other 
hand although not so popular as Ho 
Chi Minh was certainly respected 
for his leadership for basic social 
and economic reform. 
The Americans decided to hold 
separate Southern elections—an 
action which was even condemned 
by even Canada and Australia—let 
alone the majority of political 
groupings in South Korea.(-") 
The right wing in Korea won a 
victory in the South but 600 people 
had been killed during the elections 
and it was extremely unlikely that 
the elections were fair. Burchett 
claims that popular elections were 
held in North and South by the 
interim committee set up in 1948 
by the meeting of North and South 
grouping. Seventy-seven per cent of 
Southerners voted and 9 9 % of 
Northerners and delegates then set 
up a government in which Kim 11 
Sing became President. Both 
governments were claiming to be 
legitimate. 
In 1950 however Rhee held 
another election and received .a re-
sounding defeat. Rhee collected 48 
seats as opposed to 128 for the 
other parties despite Rhee's arrest 
of 30 political opponents. Rhee 
however was still in power in 1959 
and was not finally overthrown until 
a year later. 
On June 7th 1950, the North 
made overtures for peaceful re-
unification. There was a mounting 
tension in the Korean peninsular 
as both sides seemed to be threaten-
ing war. Burchett points to a Times 
report of March 14, 1950. "Rhee 
had arrested 13 members of his 
own assembly and sentenced them 
to from 18 months to 10 years. 
Amongst the charges was opposing 
' the invasion of North Korea by the 
ROK army"(-'). 
Again there are doubts as to who 
invaded first. The North certainly 
were not fully prepared for an in-
vasion and the Rhee government 
could have been toppled by 
guerrilla warfare rather than by 
invasion. "According to the syn-
dicated right-wing columnist, 
Holmes, Secretary of State Acheson 
was never quite sure that Rhee did 
not provoke the Red attack."(--) 
The Americans were not satisfied 
with "protecting" the South, and 
pushed the troops into the north to 
" l iberate" it from Communist con-
trol and General MacArthur seemed 
committed to liberating Chinese 
while he was at It. The Americans 
had once again sided with a 
reactionary force which served their 
economic and political interest as 
opposed to tfie demands for some 
semblance of social and economic 
justice. 
PHILIPPINES 
The Philippines were annexed by 
America in the early 20th Century 
and since then have been heavily 
United States. During the Japanese 
occupation the Huk resistance 
movement developed and began to 
implement economic and agrarian 
reforms in the areas it controlled. 
After the Japanese were defeated 
however the Americans showed 
their concern to reconstitute im-
perialist control over the area. 
"There is more than a little irony in 
the fact that on the liberation of the 
Philippines the American military 
authorities treated the Japanese re-
sisting the Huks with hostility, 
while at the same time they found 
it expedient to overlook the 
collaboration of future Philippino 
politicians with the Japanese".(-'') 
After the Japanese occupation an 
American style "democracy" was set 
up. There was a slight problem in 
that "one half of the population of 
the Philippines was illiterateC-') and 
therefore could not vote". In 1946 
the Nationalists in the Rhillippines 
divided into two parties. The 
majority joined the Liberal Party 
under Rosas while the remainder 
stayed in the Nationalist Party. Both 
parties represented the rich in the 
country and many had been Japan-
ese collaborators. The rich nations 
were able to manipulate politically 
the wealthy ruling class in the 
Philippines so that it served their 
needs. "Many Western companies 
hinted delicately that periodic gitts 
in the proper quarters formed 
part of the nprmakxosts; o f opera- 7 
tion."(-•'•) Thr 'Amer icans I n ' par-" 
ticular were pushing the govern-
ment to pass the Bell Trade Act to 
give the United States greater in-
roads into the economy. By manag-
ing to invalidate the votes of some 
of the members of the house these 
proved successful. 
As it became obvious that little 
reform was fo be concluded the 
Huk guerrilla movement, a pre-
dominantly communist group, be-
gan to gain more support. The 
movement strengthened itself until 
Magsaysay became President in 
1958 and began making some 
attempts at relieving poverty and 
making agrarian reforms. The Huk 
movement has however emerged 
strongly In the last year or more in 
several provinces of the Philippines. 
CONCLUSION 
Today through the third world 
we are seeing the development of 
various types of national liberation 
fronts which are beginning to 
challenge the foundation of Ameri-
can and European (especially 
Portugese) economic and political 
hegemony. The Vietnamese, the 
Cubans, the Angloians and Mozam-
bique people are not being 
manipulated by the Kremlin or 
Peking. The growth of these move-
ments relies on the fact that these 
people are refusing to live under 
colonial cultures and under con-
ditions of maximum exploitation 
and starv'ation. The Russians have 
played an extremely conservative 
and often disruptive role in their 
development, especially in Latin 
America. The Chinese and the 
Yugoslavs have been very much 
more concerned to give the fronts 
material assistance but it is the 
colonial experience of corrupt 
government, savage physical re-
pression and deprivation which pro-
vides the motor for liberation 
fronts. 
The history of Latin America and 
South-East Asia indicates that 
American domination of the Third 
World obeys no boundaries in terms 
of the-C.I.A. coup tactics, economic 
manipulation and exploitation and 
troop movements and that America 
must be fought on an international 
scale. Geuvarra attempted to form 
an army to free Latin America and 
emergent plan is developing to free 
South Africa, Zimbabwe, Mozam-
bique, Angola and Portugese Guinea 
but they are finding N.A.T.O. sup-
port of colonial powers has become 
an Inpediment. Hidden under the 
myths and rhetoric there is the 
development of something akin to 
international class conflict. 
In Australia in fact in all indus-
trial nations we have an obligation 
to the people of the third world. It 
is not just an obligation to march 
in demonstrations on Friday and 
Saturday in the Moratorium cam-
paign. Nor do we have the obliga-
tion to merely ask for the with-
drawal of Australian troops and the 
end to national service acts. 
Our obligation to the third world 
people is to build a serious political 
movement which internally 
challenges the power of bourgeoise 
governments to protect the interests 
of capital exporters whether they 
be those of America or Australia 
and fight for a socialism that will 
redistribute Australia and the 
world's resources. We must show 
our open solidarity with National 
Liberation Fronts. A solidarity 
which remains critical of 
authoritarianism, Stalinism, and 
party dictatorships but realizes that 
these fronts have found the means 
of mobilizing against their social 
economic and cultural, condition 
and that strategy is armed revolu-
tionary st^ruggle. The movement In 
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the advanced countries must stand 
in its own conditions for a different 
type of socialism. A socialism which 
allows the maximum expression of 
individual potentalities. To merely 
ask to withdraw troops Is a 
parochial demand — It relates 
purely to narrow Australian prob-
lems, It does not face the problems 
of a considerable proportion of the 
world who are forced Into armed 
struggle. To raise a slogan of with-
drawal of troops mystifies people's 
understanding of the type of neo-
imperiallsm — that is imperialism 
that needs no troops no overt re-
pression but merely a covert 
economic manipulation to the 
detriment of underdevolped coun-
tries. The problem of the third 
world must become the problem of 
a socialist movement in Australia. 
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and consG 
In 1916 Australians voted against 
conscription by a narrow majority. 
The issue split the ruling govern-
ment. In 1964 the ruling govern-
ment calmly announced that it 
would conscript National Service-
men at an annual rate of 6900. 
There was no referendum and no 
crisis. In 1969 Mr. Gorton described 
National Service as an "integral part 
of the Australian way of l i fe" . This 
came at a time when moves were 
being made in the United States to 
have the draft discontinued. This 
change in attitudes over the years Is 
prima tacie strange, since one would 
think that with the better standards 
of education etc., such an obvious 
evil — even if at this stage it is 
seen as being a necessary evil — 
would arouse much controversy and 
debate. And there Is no doubt that 
conscription, considered for the 
time being in Isolation, is an evil. 
It is a gross interference with in-
dividual liberty. It compels a man 
to do for two years something which 
is physically arduous and which he 
may find extremely unpleasant, 
regardless of his wishes. It compels 
him to be trained to do things which 
in civilian life count as the most 
hienous of crimes, and which are 
punishable by life imprisonment. 
And in some respects, it is even 
worse than the civilian act, for at 
least as a civilian one can choose 
who one's victim is to be. 
This whole situation can only be 
described as tragic, for not only has 
conscription always been evil — as 
I hope to demonstrate — but the 
arguments against it have never 
been so compelling. It is as if the 
controversy aroused varies inversely 
with the moral seriousness of the 
issue. What complicates the issue 
is that this whole field of discussion 
is clouded over with deeply emotion-
seated mythology. What I intend to 
do in this article is firstly to 
examine some of the "grand myths'' 
and secondly, in a more rational 
atmosphere, present arguments 
against conscription. 
Before doing this 1 wish briefly to 
state the premises on which the 
rest of this article depends. One 
common assumption made by many 
people opposed to conscription can 
be exemplified by the following 
quotation: ". . . there arc limits to 
the measures governments should be 
allowed to take in order to preserve 
themselves, and that there are certain 
minimal rights of which people ought 
not to be deprived" (cf. p. 7 "Rights 
and Wrongs", Penguin). 
This is no doubt true, but to 
argue from this premise results in 
chaos for the anti-conscriptionist. 
For although In the sphere of action 
there is likely to be spontaneous 
agreement that certain situations 
are wrong on the above formula, 
unfortunately the issue of conscrip-
tion does not arouse such spontane-
ous agreement. Many people deny 
that conscription denies basic 
human rights. This being the case, 
if we argue from the premise of 
"human rights", we are likely to be 
sidetracked into tedious and need-
less and academic debate with little 
immediate relevance. One ends up 
discussing the sources of these basic 
rights — natural law, or religious 
edicts, or the economic system etc. 
Or one ends up discussing what sorts 
of conditions allow a right to be 
asserted (e.g., the right to educa-
tion) and yet not to be fulf i l led (as 
where national resources are in-
capable of providing schools). So 
the concept of human rights gets us 
into needless difficulty where there 
is disagreement as to whether a 
situation does or does not deprive a 
person of his rights. 
These difficulties can all be 
avoided if the anti-conscriptionist 
begins with a different assumption. 
I will adopt as a moral axiom the 
proposition that any interference 
with an individual's liberty is prima 
facie bad; that governments never 
should interfere with individual 
liberty more than the minimum 
necessary to achieve legitimate 
ends, one of which Is national de-
fence. I will not try to justify my 
adoption of this premise. It is some-
thing with which we all can agree. 
Perhaps it is an extension of the 
belief that power corrupts. In any 
case the result of arguing from this 
premise and not from the concept 
of human rights is that the body 
assuming power has to prove its 
case, rather than the person in the 
receiving end trying to claim that he 
has been badly dealt with. Instead 
of arguing from a defensive position, 
we can now adopt an aggressive 
stance. 
WAR AND PATRIOTISM 
One thing should be noted before 
we proceed. It is that modern war is 
a qualitatively new phenomenon. 
War today, through the technical 
possibilities of thermo-nuclear and 
chemical and biological weapons, 
effectively threatens the continuity 
of the human race. Never before 
has this situation obtained. And 
just as in any other moral situation 
the emergence of new facts will call 
for a re-examination of our related 
values, the same appjws to our atti-
tudes towards wars. We must take 
cognizance of the enormity of the 
destructive potential in the hands of 
world powers. Once we do, com-
pletely new questions come into 
being. One specific example is this: 
can the traditional distinction be-
tween just and unjust wars make 
sense any longer? If you dispute that 
this is very much an open question, 
ask yourself what conception of 
justice is compatible with the total 
annhilation of humanity. Can war 
ever be the lesser of two evils? 
It is at this point that we run into 
the first of the myths of which I 
spoke earlier. Many of them are 
deeply embedded in our culture. Al l 
of them concern what people choose 
to call "patriot ism". 
The first Grand Myth is best 
exemplified by the slogans "give me 
liberty or give me death" and "better 
dead than red". Though perhaps not 
all that many people would state 
their attitudes so baldly, many 
people do hold beliefs which 
strongly Imply these attitudes. One 
such belief is expressed as "better 
fight them there (i.e., in Vietnam) 
than here". On this view, war will 
always be the lesser of two evils. 
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where the enerny is seen as being 
either anti-liberty or red. There are 
many considerations that can be 
given which point to the stupidity of 
these views. Firstly, and very practi-
cally, since there have been many 
wars in history and since in most of 
• these one side has been the loser, 
the so-called "fate worse than 
death" can and has been endured. 
This is not to say that defeat gives 
rise to a not unpleasant situation, 
nor is it to say that the hardships 
will not be great. And It is not to 
say that we should all be pacifists. 
What I am saying is that we 
shouldn't be as dogmatic as we are. 
The question whether to resist or 
not is not a closed question; it is 
open and very serious. Furthermore 
it is a decision far better left to the 
Individual. This is because slogans 
like "give me liberty or give me 
death" are strictly personal choices. 
A man may have a right to make 
this choice, and it will justify his 
death in a battle and even his 
suicide upon defeat. It cannot justify 
thermo-nuclear warfare. It does not 
justify any situation which fore-
closes the possible choices of others, 
i.e., it does not justify conscription. 
The second Grand Myth is ex-
pressed: "there have always been 
wars and always will be — it is part 
of human nature". Whilst it may be 
true that individuals will always 
fight, it does not follow from this 
that there will be wars. In this age 
wars can only be fought by nations. 
If and when individuals decide that -
wars are intolerable, then wars will 
cease owing to lack of warriors. War 
raises a dispute firstly between the 
individual and his conscience and 
only secondarily between the indivi-
dual and his government. For this 
reason, it Is wrong to be (totally) 
pessimistic about war. It is not a 
phenomena beyond the control of 
human beings. It is a social pheno-
mena but it is individually voluntary. 
And In one view it is more con-
trollable than government itself. 
For whilst we may be governed 
without knowing it (by the millions 
of by-laws, trade regulations, con-
ventions for buying and selling, etc.) 
one can never fight a war without 
knowing It. Perhaps then we can 
affect the war-making powers of the 
state. An analogy is afforded by the 
defeat of slavery. It was once econo-
mically profitable and (not sur-
prisingly) seen as socially and 
morally good. Technical progress 
made it unprofitable and (not sur-
prisingly again) it was increasingly 
seen as evil. Slavery was abolished. 
We are now at the stage where 
technical progress in the form of 
thermo-nuclear weapons and C.B.W. 
weapons has made war unprofitable. 
Of course, the preceding discus-
sion Is only applicable to those wars 
involving the new forms'" of 
weaponry. Mightn't it still be the 
case then that some wars — e.g., 
those of national liberation, those of 
resistance to attack from aggressors 
— will still be the lesser of two 
evils? I do not intend to argue, nor 
do I believe that such wars can 
never be the lesser of two evils. But 
I will rebut the dogmatic view — 
Grand Myth number 3 — that It is 
always right to "protect the Mother-
land" — i.e., to resist aggression. 
Such resistance will be the lesser 
evil only if it is successful (other-
wise many lives are lost for nought) 
and this is why conscription is seen 
to be necessary. It shortens the 
odds operating for a successful re-
sistance: But we must rK>te that even 
where the existence of a nation is 
at stake this is different from: (1) 
the existence of individuals and 
(2) the existence of ordered society. 
So national extinction may not be 
the lesser of two evils especially if 
factors (1) and (2) remain. So dogma 
is unwise. The question of whether 
to resist an attack is stilt an open 
one. It is not as shut and closed as 
some "patriots" would have us 
believe. Furthermore, if the state 
is one which commends itself to its 
citizens, then in the case of In-
vasion, conscription will hardly be 
necessary. That conscription is 
necessary is more likely than not 
good evidence that many people 
have legitimate doubts as to the 
probity of resistance. 
The fourth Grand Myth is the 
stock reply to my argument above. 
It runs to the effect that the nation 
can't wait until it is invaded — it 
must nip invasit^ns in the bud — 
"better there than here". It is para-
doxical that Australians, who like 
to think of thems^lyes as being 
distrustful of authority and hostile 
towards politicians, should so firmly 
adhere to Myth number 4. For what 
it amounts to in practice — given 
apathy of the public — is that far-
sighted and benevolent politicians, 
knowing what the electorate would 
feel if only it had the facts, kindly 
make a decision for them. How nice 
of them! Vietnam is only too good 
an example — so are most of the 
other "undeclared" wars. It is 
extremely unlikely that if the 
original decision to send troops to 
Vietnam had been put to the public 
via referendum, it would have been 
accepted. Wfiat the person who 
glibly asserts that it is better to fight 
there than here fails to realize is 
that his original assertion — that 
taking part in war is a lesser evil 
than being invaded —• has been 
transformed into the much more 
questionable assertion that any 
military action intended to prevent 
a step which is conceivably a pre-
lude to some aggression in the 
future, is the lesser of hvo evils. 
The point in the preceding dis-
cussion has not been to put forward 
a pacifist solution. It has been 
intended to show that the decision 
to engage in war Ts not easy, and 
cannot be determined by consider-
ing current conventional morality. 
It has been intended to show that 
the choice is very much better left 
to the individual to make. 
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AGAINST CONSCRIPTION: 
Now let us consider more speci-
fically the question of conscription. 
Firstly let me say that it is no 
argument against conscription to 
say that the government is Imposing 
a morality upon the individual 
citizens. Governments make moral 
decisions every day, and these we 
usually accept, e.g., thieving is a 
crime. Arwj it makes no difference 
that the thief believed what he was 
doing to be good. Robin Hood — 
the classic conscientious thief — 
was guilty, despite our sympathies. 
But it does not follow from the fact 
that the government does continu-
ally impose morality that it can 
impose any morality it likes. Those 
laws which impose a morality, and 
with which we all agree (such as the 
laws against theft) have in common 
the point that they cut out one 
possible morality where it would be 
impossible in practice to hold a 
concurrent and. conflicting moral 
belief. We can't concurrently 
believe that a man has a right to 
have property and that another 
man has a right to steal property. 
One belief has to go —so (xit goes 
the latter. But not all conflicting 
rrroralities are irKompatible in this 
way. For instance, one can believe 
that he has a right to drink in his 
own home, and another can believe 
that all drinking is wrong, and there 
be rx> interference with social 
harmony. 
Conscription falls into the latter 
category. There is no incompatibility 
of belief in this instance. You may 
believe that a war should be fought, 
and I not. The war can still be 
fought, but without me. In such a 
case there is no reason why the 
individual should not be free. 
Where there is no incompatibility, 
the government need not choose 
between the alternative views. 
How can conscription possibly be 
justified? Well how is any inter-
ference with liberty justified? How 
do we justify taxation? We justify 
taxation because by common agree-
ment (neglectir^ disputes as to 
extent) we hold it just that all 
members of society contribute to 
amenities which are shared. Well, 
since we all share what-the country 
has to offer, shouldn't we be taxed 
In order to keep the benefits alive. 
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that your objection is conscientious. 
You'd hove to spend 
two years in on army gaol 
to convince tne! 
And can't conscription be one such 
tax? The answer is no. Conscription 
is hot similar to taxation, and the 
taxing power of the state does not 
include the power to conscript. 
Conscription is different from a tax 
in several ways. Firstly, the paying 
of taxes only restricts liberty. Con-
scription involves a far greater 
deprivation of .liberty, which may 
even be total, i.e., the conscript 
may be, and is, called upon to 
forfeit his life. 
Secondly, the tax structure is 
(Ideally) graded so as to make the 
burden of sacrifice proportionate to 
benefits gained from society. Here 
the analogy of taxation with con-
scription completely fails. There is 
no proportionality of sacrifice. One 
small group, about 7,000 of the 
country's 20-year-olds, are the sole 
"tax-payers". Everyone else is not 
"taxed". If we really do need an 
army as big as conscription makes 
it, then the taxation analogy would 
hold if ordinary taxation were in-
creased to the extent necessary to 
pay for higher army salaries etc., 
which would promote recruitment. 
Then the burden of defence would 
be proportionately spread, and no 
one would have to become a soldier 
who didn't want to. Those who 
complain of the lack of patriotism in 
youths who refuse to register, may 
well test their own patriotism by 
digging into their pockets, 
If I may digress temporarily: it 
is obvious that there are limits to 
the real powers of governments. 
The Australian government, for 
example, has no real power to im-
pose higher taxes in order to, say, 
give more aid to underdeveloped 
countries. Political suicide would 
result if a government tried. What 
is really staggering is that, whilst 
the government couldn't tax each of 
us an extra fifty cents a week for 
such a cause, what it can do, with-
out anything near political suicide, 
is take not just fifty cents a week 
but two entire years of a person's 
life. Strange priorities people have? 
Interference with Individual 
liberty by the state is demonstrated 
not only by the taxing power, but 
by the police power. We are not free 
to murder, steal or rape. And we 
give the state the police power to 
enforce these restrictions upon our 
liberty. Could conscription be 
justified in a similar way — just as 
policemen can call upon help from 
civilians in detaining a criminal, 
might not the army call upon 
civilians to help them in their duty. 
This would be the case If a soldier 
is equivalent to a policeman. Is he? 
Again the answer can only be no. 
Firstly, policemen act (ideally) 
only against those whom they 
reasonably suspect of a specified 
offence. And then they use only 
sufficient force to apprehend the 
offender and bring him to trial. 
None of this applies to the war 
situation. The pilot for instance, 
does not drop bombs on specific 
guilty individuals. Nor is he bring-
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Ing them to trial. And again, few 
Individuals on the enemy side can 
properly be regarded as criminals, 
especially if they, too, have been 
conscripted. They could only be re-
garded as criminals, if the act of 
taking part in war is considered as 
being Illegal. But then we are justi-
fying our participation In war as a 
means of prevent ing. war. And that 
is very strange.. So the soldier is not 
equivalent to the policeman. 
The reply might come that it is 
not soldiers who are fulfilling a 
police function, but nations. One 
nation is policing another for some 
international offence. But this 
doesn't make sense either, for it is 
silly to talk of punishing a guilty 
nation. It is not nations but people 
who are blown to bits. 
So neither the police power of 
the state, nor the taxing power of 
the state are capable of justifying 
conscription. 
PRACTICAL ARGUMENTS 
AGAINST CONSCRIPTION: 
No doubt there are many people 
who consider the foregoing argu-
ments as being too abstract and 
not very practical. 1 submit that 
this does not affect their validity. 
But for such people, i offer perhaps 
even more compelling arguments 
against conscription. And these are 
very practical — it Is my contention 
that the National Service Act is 
unworkable. Consider the following 
anomalies in the present set-up. 
1) the present law as interpreted 
means that one cannot be a con-
scientious objector to a particular 
war. Yet if we believe, as most do, 
that some wars are just and others 
not, then we must concede that we 
have a duty not to fight in unjust 
wars. If we have a duty not to fight 
In unjust wars, and it Is also the 
case that, as the law says, we 
cannot sincerely object to a parti-
cular war, then we must deny that 
some wars are just and others 
unjust. Yet that is the belief we 
started with. 
2) the law demands such proof as 
to be either unworkable, or inconsis-
tent with good law. One legal 
writer comments thus: "Legal control 
stops short of an enquiry into the 
internal phenomena of conscience. 
Because of administrative limitations, 
the law can only work within the 
sphere of external manifestations of 
conduct" (Fleming, in "The Law of 
Torts", Third edition, p. 113). Yet 
under the National Service Act the 
courts are asked.to do what they 
have steadfastly refused to do in 
other comparable situations. 
3) the soldier is asked to do, and 
does, what in civilian life counts as 
a crime punishable in some in-
stances by death. So It is not un-
reasonable to presume that .the 
normal man might have a conscien-
tious objection to doing them. So 
why then shouldn't the onus of 
proof be upon those who are pre-
pared to kill, rather than on the 
one who refuses to? Does it not 
seem mere common sense that no 
man has a right to kill, maim and 
dismember unless he is sure that 
he ought to be doing it? 
4) failure to comply with the pro-
visions of the National Service Act 
results In a mandatory two-year jail 
sentence. There are three possible 
justifications for punishment — 
reform of the offender, deterrence 
of potential law-breakers, and 
retribution. On what ground can we 
justify the punishment of the 
conscientious objector? Are we to 
reform him of obeying his con-
science? Are we to deter people 
from obeying their consciences? 
What are we retributing for — how 
can you in your conscience, punish 
me for obeying mine? 
There are several points I would 
like to make In conclusion. 
Firstly, the argument that some 
people use, to the effect that con-
scription is o.k., because if you don't 
want two years in the Army, you 
can join the CM.F. for five years 
or so, is rather stupid. Five years 
in the CM.F. is just as much a 
restriction of liberty as is national 
service. 
Secondly, It is a fact that most 
men behave worse in war than they 
do in peace. The example of My Lai 
proves this beyond doubt. We may 
ask whether one possible explana-
tion for this phenomenon lies in the 
fact that the soldiers no longer feel 
an individual responsibility for their 
actions. If this is the case, con-
scription makes the situation even 
worse. 
Two more points: (1) Perhaps the 
most powerful argument against 
conscription is simply the fact that 
people are notoriously good at 
abdicating personal responsibility. 
Conscription takes this further — 
it makes it even easier. And the 
abdication of individual responsibi-
lity leaves the present world leaders 
able to exercise their own choices 
more freely than otherwise. Just one 
glance at the world shows that these 
men shouldn't be left to make the 
choices. 
(2) If you do believe conscription 
to be wicked, do something about it. 
POSTSCRIPT 
The author of the above article wishes 
0 acknowledge what will already be 
obvious to some readers: viz., that much 
of the above article is based upon argu-
ments given in Ihe article written by D. 
H. Monro, in Conscription in Australia, 
edited by Roy Forward and Bob Reece. 
He argues much better titan t — my only 
intent is to spread the word a lillle more 
" "'''^  JOHN BRITON 
THERE IS NO WAR 
IN VIETNAM 
EDITORIAL NOTE 
It was Semper's original intention to incorporate both the atti-
tudes of those supporting the Moratorium and of those AGAINST 
the Moratorium in this issue. A lengthy article opposing the 
Moratorium prepared by David Russell of the university Liberal 
Group was accepted for publication. However, in subsequent 
recognition of the fact that David Russell and his supporters 
appear to have unlimited nccess to theresources of the Queensland 
daily press. Semper Floreat has decided to exclude David Russell's 
article. 
Semper contends that there is a need for all the distortions and 
misrepresentations which have accompanied David Russell's 
statements to the press (in this [nstance), to be counteracted by 
publishing only those articles which honestly contribute to 
worthwhile debate. 
"Tiiko a man aiul put him alone, 
put liini 4,()()() miles from home 
i'"niiny his heart of all Init blood, 
.Make him live in .sweat and mind. 
There is the life that 1 have to live, 
And why my soul to the devil I give, 
Vou, please boys, swing in your ea.sy chairs. 
Hut you don't know what it's like over there. 
Yonall iiavc a ball withour near Iryintf, 
W hilc o\er there your hoys are dying. 
Von l)urn your ilraJl eards, miuL-li at dawn, 
I'lanl your signs oi\ tlie i'arlianienl lawn, 
Vou ail want to Han the l5omb. 
riierc is no war in I ii'iiiiun. 
Use y<inr drugs and have your lun, 
.\nil then refuse to carry a gun. 
'riR-ve is notliing else fur you lo dti, 
.And I'm supposed to die for you? 
I'll hate you to the day I die, 
Von made m e hear my mate ery. 
I .saw his a n n in a bloody shred, 
I heard them say "This one's Dead." 
h ' s a large [iriee he had to pay, .^ 
. \ot to live another day. 
lie had the guts to fjgbt and die, 
l le 'paid the price, but what did he buy? 
'i le bought you a life by giving his, .^ 
I5nt wh() gives a damn what a Digger gives, 
His wife cloes, and maybe his son, 
Init they're about the only* ones, 
There is not war in i'iclihiiii. 
FROM THE BOYS UP THERE 
Tuesday, 21gf April, 1970 
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RAWMOTERIALl 
OF IMPERIAUSM 
The spell of technology is apparently 
:alismanic. From left to right of the 
political spectrum are lo be found those 
who credit it with almost unlimited 
powers. Symptomatic of this undcr-
yinp awe arc two arguments encoun-
tered today. The first is that the search 
for raw materials (primary commodities) 
10 longer constitutes a major imperialist 
irive. The other is that there arc no 
i/Tcctivc obiective real resource limita-
ions standing between mankind and the 
.'ealisaiion of general material abun-
iancc. 1 believe the facts belie these 
postulates. I deal first with the actual 
iignificancc of raw materials for im-
perialism today, and then turn to a 
:onsideration of longer term impli-
ations of the dynamic resourcc-
Jopulation equation. 
Common to the two propositions is 
:he contention that modern science and 
;cchnology, having already freed modern 
ndustry from a number of its original 
•aw material needs (indigo and rubber 
irc two well-known examples), will 
progressively reduce renuinmg needs. 
Mow this thesis has a certain superficial 
ilausibilty, for it is true that in this 
;cntury the rate of increase in raw 
• material inputs has failed to keep pace 
with the rate of increase in final com-
modity production, or—to put it another 
way—that for each unit of manufactur-
ing output there is progressively a 
smaller input of raw materials. The 
GNP resulting from a given input 
of raw materials in the USA rose from 
four times that input in 1900 to eight 
times in 19S0, for instance. This greater 
;conomy in raw material utilisation is 
the result of a number of factors, notable 
imong which arc: substitution of 
$ynth«ic for natural materials; more 
sfiicicnt collection and reclamation of 
scrap; enhanced technological pro-
ficiency in exploiting the raw products; 
ind the increasing complexity of final 
products, demanding extended working 
311 the original input of raw mf.tcria). 
However, mechanical extrapolation of 
this tendency, which seems to hold out 
the promise of eventual self-efficiency 
to the developed industrial powers, and 
the prospect of achieving comparable 
living standards to the poorer, is totally 
misleading. For this there arc a number 
of reasons, which it is my purpose in 
this article to elucidate. 
In the last three decades of the nine-
teenth century a complex of new 
industries demanding heavy capital 
outlays and continuous large inputs 
of raw matcrtaLs began to dominate 
the industrialised countries. To assure 
their sources of supply of raw materials, 
these giants, in collaboration with 
the respective imperialist governments, 
combed the world for available resources 
of iron ore, tin, oil and other essential 
• commodities. From an early stage, 
vertical combination characterised many 
of the new giants: the significance of 
vertical combination is as a measure 
of the determination with which these 
industries pursued the goal of guaran-
teed sources of supply of raw materials. 
Businessmen could not afford to indulge 
in day-dreams about what technology 
might achieve in the way of substitutes, 
synthetics, etc.: they worked from the 
outset on the assumption that, for 
practipl purposes, many of the raw 
materials they required were elfectively 
in finite supply, and therefore thai what 
they could engross was by the same 
token denied to their competitors. Thus, 
after 1870, there ensued a desperate 
scramble for colonics and a never-ending 
struggle for imperialist influence and 
privileges throughout Asia, Africa and 
Latin America, 
The struggle goes on with unremit-
ting intensity today. Indeed, it is if 
inytbing more intense now than ever 
before. One of the principal reasons 
for this is that the United States of 
America, once a net exporter of raw 
materials, has emerged in the post-
>ccond| world war period as a major net 
importer, whose dependence upon im-
ported raw materials has grown steadily, 
year by year. Another is that more and 
more countries have started to, or are 
ittempiing to, industrialise, and there-
fore have entered world markets as 
customers for raw materials. Again, in 
the fortunate high-income countries 
incomes per capita arc rising steadily, 
with the corollary that per capita con-
iumption of industrially-necessary 
mculs and other raw materials arc also 
rising steadily (a high living standard 
is rcllcctcd precisely in the amount of 
metal with which one surrounds oneself 
in the form of cars, refrigerators, TV 
sets, etc.). With some essential com-
modities, such as oil, demand is rising 
extremely rapidly; world petroleum 
production and consumption roughly 
double every decade, 
It is necessary to think very carefully 
and clearly about the implications of 
America's growing dependence upon 
raw materials, because here we have the 
country with the most advanced 
scientific and technological capacity in 
the worid. American business, military 
and government circles have been quite 
conscious of the problem for many 
years now. During the second world 
war, immense thought and planning 
went into the elaboration of post-war 
economic policy, with the need to 
secure.access to raw materials prominent 
among' the considcrauons kept con-
stantly in mind. This insistent theme 
of U.S. policy runs right through 
Gabriel Kolkos brilliant ana'ysis of 
great power politics from 1943 to 1945, 
The Politics of War (Wcidenfcld and 
Nicolson, 1969). 
In the 1940's, America imported on 
average iust over 5% of her domestic 
consumption of minerals. In the 1950s 
this rose to nearly 13%. In the early 
sixties, it was running at 14%. It is 
important to note that the crucial 
imports upon which America has thus 
come to depend arc not exotic items, 
but rather the very most basic sinews of 
industr)'—metals such as iron, copper, 
lead, zinc and bauxite, and fuels such as 
petroleum. With iron ore, a resource 
that America at one time prided herself 
upon having in limitless quantities, the 
dependency ratio is now over 40%; by 
the year 2000 it is estimated that threc-
luartcrs of all the iron consumed in 
American industry will have to be 
imported. It is not surprising, therefore, 
that American business and government 
scour the world for likely resources; 
nor is it any coincidence that one of the 
largest known reserves of iron ore in 
Asia is to be found at Xicng Khouang 
in Laos. 
to seek concessions when Indonesia was 
thrown,open to foreign capita} again 
after the fall of Sukarno, massacre of 
the PKI, and coming to power of the 
right-wing generals. 
America also imports all of its tin, 
95% of its manganese (essential in steel 
production), more than 90% of its 
antimony, beryllium, and chromium 
ores, more than 85% of its nickel, and 
about 55% of its zinc and lead. Con-
versely, Asia can supply, inter alia, rin 
from Malaysia, Indonesia and Thailand; 
Manganese from India, Indonesia and 
Japan; beryllium from India; nickel 
from Indonesia; and oil from Burma, 
Indonesia and Brunei. Indian ore 
reserves, at 54.2 tons per capita, arc now 
in excess of those of the United States 
(41.0 tons per capita); an Indian revo-
lution on the Chinese pattern would be 
a major disaster for the American steel 
industry in the long-term perspective. 
Breaking down the data another way, 
as Magdoff has done, it becomes clear 
that the situation is particularly pressing 
when one considers the strategic and 
critical materials essential to America's 
war potential. For 38 of the 62 materials 
taken to be critical, from 80% to 100% 
has to be imported; for 52 of the 62 at 
least 40% is supplied from abroad. 
Furthermore, and this is a factor of the 
utmost significance in considering 
American imperialism today, three-
gttarlers of the imported strategic malerials 
come from the tindtrdeveloped countries. 
This is a striking measure of the 
importance to the United States of 
preserving the existing frontiers of her 
Empire, and goes far to explaining the 
desperate war she has waged in Vietnam. 
Fresh in the minds of U.S. rulers is the 
experience of Japan in the second world 
war; what first and foremost doomed 
Japanese imperialism was its failure 
to secure vital supplies of oil, bauxite 
rubber, nickel, tin, cobah, lead, vana-
dium and other commodities. 
It appears abundantly clear from the 
above that raw niaterials will continue 
for the foreseeable future to be one of the 
most powerful imperatives of modern 
imperialism. The converse considera-
tion, of course, is continuing pillage 
"under-developed" counme.-UTt.is^t 
" ^^slinrt5"^aogmatic-;Tn?(rvanaifg 
estimates of comparative resource 
endowment. However, those who have 
sifted the available evidence with the 
greatest care tend to the view that the 
present "under-developed" countncs 
were not as well endowed by nature 
with raw material resources as were the 
countries that have already succeeded 
in industrialising (see, for example, 
G. Myrdal: Asian Drama, Penguin 
Books, 1968). It is true that a number of 
countries without significantly rich 
natural resources have succeeded in the 
past in industrialising- Switzerland, 
Denmark and Japan, for instance — but 
as Myrdal points out, the difficulties in 
relying upon imported raw materials are 
greatest at the bcginningof industrialisa-
tion, and arc probably more severe in 
any case for those that come later upon 
the scene. 
If one accepts that the original 
resource endowment of many of the 
presently poor countries was not equal 
to that of many of the industrialised 
countries, thdr historical pillage assumes 
even graver significance. To attain 
their present inflated living standards 
the imperialist countries not only ex-
hausted many of their own resources 
but came increasingly to rely upon 
resources plundered from the tri-
continents. In order to maintain the 
momentum of their economic growth 
today, these same countries must 
frantically comb the earth for the raw 
materials which alone make this possible. 
At the same time, everywhere through-
out the nco-colonics awareness is grow-
ing that this continuing plunder puts 
their own long-term prospects for 
economic development in greater jeo-
pardy. To fight for one's native land 
increasingly assumes a literal meaning! 
In particular, it is necessary to look 
closely at a key group of resources: the 
fossil fuels. As is well known, indus-
trialisation, and the high average living 
standards it makes possible, arc depend-
ent upon combustion in one way or 
another of the fossil fuels—principally 
coal and oil. The concomitantly high 
productivity of agriculture in the 
developed countries (and in their food-
and raw material-supplying enclaves 
elsewhere) is also dependent upon com-
bustion of fossil fuels in innumerable 
ways (for example, in the production of 
fertilisers, pesticides, herbicides, agri-
cultural machinery, fencing, etc.). In 
other jjords, the world's present 
population is maintained by progres-
sively reducing what is, in effect, a 
finite real capital resource. It is worth 
considering the impliations of this in 
more detail. 
It is clearly necessary in the first place 
to attempt to assess the real extent of the 
fossil fuel resources. This is by no means 
an easy task. The Seventh Worid 
more or,less unexplored parts of the 
world with niorc^ or less expTorcJl parfe, 
extimatcs have been made that suggest 
that the worid's ultimate reserves may 
be ten times greater than today's 
plentiful reserves . . . Present known 
reserves, measured against forecasts of 
demand, would all be consumed in 
20 years. If one were to postulate that 
reserves in 20 years should be large 
enough to support the then production 
level of 20 years, some 520 billion barrels 
of new reserves would need to be 
established—that is, at an average rate 
of 26 billion barrels a year. This is con-
siderably less than has been achieved 
in the past several years. Ten years ago 
about four barrels of new reserves were 
being established for every barrel 
produced, and today more than three 
barrels of new reserves arc found for 
each barrel produced, in spite of 
doubled production." 
This analysis would seem to postpone 
the problem indefinitely. But note that, 
despite intensifying prospecting activi-
ties with more and more refined and 
perfected methods, the ratio of new 
barrels of reserves established to each 
barrel actually extracted is declining. 
Moreover, consumption is not only 
rising—it is rising at an accelerating 
rate: 1968 production and consumption 
showed an increase of 9i% over 1967, 
while prior to that the annual average 
rate of growth in the 1960s had been 
7i%. It seems clear that the rate of 
consumption—and therefore of indi-
cated production—must continue to 
rise. One reason is that the world's food 
problems point to greatly increased 
consumption of petroleum—not only 
for such obvious purposes as supplying 
cncr^ for the production of fertilisers 
pestiddes, tools, fencing, etc., but also 
for the direct production of synthetic 
carbohydrates and other foodstuffs. A 
great deal of euphoria has been un-
thinkingly generated by specialists 
who have predicted wonders in store 
for the human diet by harnessing 
petroleum fuel reserves, with their 
chemical riches extracted from the 
environment and concentrated in 
bygone centuries. The euphoria is 
quite unjustified, unfortunately, since 
the magnitude of the petroleum 
rcservcs-^already, as we have seen, 
ominously finite for present more 
orthodox purposes—by no means 
matches tbe magnitude of the world 
hunger problem. (World population is 
expected to double from 3.6 billion to 
7.2 billion by the end of the present 
century; allowing for present inadequate 
nutritional levels, world food production 
—traditional and unconventional— 
would have to muhiply several times 
over from the present level if adequate 
diets for all were to be established by 
the year 2000.) N. W. Piric, the distin-
guished British bio-chemist, recognises 
With bauxite, America relics upon 
foreign supplies for over 80% of her 
consumption. Harrv MaKdoff has 
pointed out'in Tht Age of Imptrialism 
(Modern Reader Paperbacks, 1969) 
that: "No matter how et?:dcnt industry 
bewmcs in the use of aluminium or in 
the extraction of alumi.ia from bauxite, 
you can't make aluminium without 
bauxite and you can't make an airplane 
without aluminium. And when in the 
United States, SO to 90 per cent of the 
bauxite supply comes from foreign 
sources, the assurance of such supply is 
of crucial importance to the aluminium 
industry, the airplane industry, and the 
country's military power." U.S. alu-
minium interests were among the first 
and resource depletion of those countries 
car-marked for the role of passive 
suppliers of raw materials. To the credit 
of American policy-makers, they freely 
admit the rationale of their foreign 
economic policy when pressed (see, for 
example, the remarkably frank state-
ment oy Walt Rostow to a Congressional 
Sub-committee on Fordgn Economic 
Policy, quoted by Magdoff, p.S4); in 
this they differ from orthodox Western 
economists, whose sta^gerin^ naivety 
blinds them to the reality of imperial-
ism and neo<oloniatism in the mode 
modern world. 
At this juncture, it is worthwhile 
contemplating what precisely resource-
deplerion entails for the so-called 
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Petroleum Congr^s, 1967, estimated 
recoverable petroleum reserves at 6,200 
X 10» banels. At the then aiinu l^ con-
sumption of 8 X 10« barrels per annum 
these reserves vroiild last 775 years.', 
However, annual consumption is in 
fatt rising very rapidly, having doubled 
over each of the last decades. If one 
assumes a continuation of at least this 
rate of increase in consumption, the 
775 year reprieve shrinks very sub-
stantially, as a little simple arithmetic 
will quickly show, to a few decades in 
fact. 
But there is another factor. Not all 
parts of the worid have been equallv 
well prospected. The rim;^ reported on 
II September, 1969T "By comparing 
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this when ur '^ng concentration on coal 
instead, and in a recent work he cites 
•,an estimate that peal: petroleum pro-
duction might be atuincd in the next 
decade—before 1980, that is {.Food 
Resources, Conventional and Ntmel, 
Penguin Books, 1969, p. 156). 
As far as coal is concerned, the reserve 
situation would appear to be more 
favourable. However, even here wc arc 
talking about finite resources, and 
inevitably as ^petroleum production 
reaches and passes its maximum, coal 
consumption will accelerate. Moreover, 
coal reserves are very badly distributed: 
the U.S. and the USSR appear to have 
the largest reserves in the world, while 
Britain, Germany, China, Poland, 
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South Africa, .Canada and Colombia 
seem possessed of satisfactory stocks; 
oh the either hand, proved deposits arc 
small or negligible in most parts of 
Latin America, Africa, and South and 
South-East Asia. This maldistribution 
is the more ominous, of course, in that 
three-quarters of the known petroleum 
reserves lie in predscly these coal-poor 
areas (British Petroleum's sutistical 
review of the world oil industry, 1967, 
dted Daily Telegraph, 8/8/67). The 
more the rich industrial countries 
gamble on economies powered by oil, 
the more they must intensify their sack 
and pillage of the poor countries, 
depriving them of their oil, and leaving 
them progressively stripped to their poor 
coal resources. It is not difficult to see 
the seeds of endless bloody struggles 
in this desperate competition, 
A final word should be added about 
alternative energy sources. As far as 
electricity is concerned, it is mostly 
generated in any ase bv the burning of 
fossil fuels, and hydro-electric power 
supplies only a small portion of the 
total;" . . . it is probably best to think 
of electricity as a means of distributing 
energy, rather than a source . . ." 
(J. P. Colo: Geography of World Affairs, 
Penguin Books, 1963, p. 87). Nuclear 
energy, of course, is one of the promised 
panaceas in the pantheon of the techno-
crats and their blindly believing faith-
ful. Apart from the elementary fact that 
the problems of economic and practical 
utilisation have proved vcrj- much more 
intractable than had at one time been 
thought. Professor Nicol has pointed 
out that ". . . should nuclear fusion 
bring to actuality the dream of lighting 
a whole city by power derived from the 
atomic nuclei in a cupful of water, those, 
and like projections of fancy upon 
knowledge or theory about phenomena, 
relate solely to energy obtained as heat 
and electricity: which have no nutrient 
value and must incur a heavy cost in fuel 
to win them. So far from their making a 
contribution to food-gathering, the fuel 
spent in realising them will have sub-
tracted from stocks of fuel potentially 
available for producing food later." 
(The Limits of Man, Constable, 1967, 
pp. 182-183). Professor Nicol has been 
in the forefront of those who have 
pointed out that ahead of us there lies 
a progressively intensifying struggle for 
the diminishing resources of finite inputs 
essential to the kind of indusirialiscd 
and semi-industrialised societies wc 
have produced throughout the world 
The conclusion of his life-long research 
may have given in his own words: "So 
far from there being grounds for the 
prevailing euphoria about indefinite 
progress in food-supply or with any 
other application of technology, it is 
shown that population of the worid, 
as a whole and locally, must within 
foreseeable time undergo a decline, in 
company with every form of comfort 
and amenity. All forn s of technology— 
including the provision of food-;-now 
depend on the availability of diminish-
ing stocks of fossil fuel, for which there 
is, and can be, no substitute." (ibid, p.l). 
The implications arc necessarily 
sobering, and require careful considera-
tion by socialists. It would seem, at the 
. outset, that a truly sodalist strategy 
for the industrialised countries, regard-
less of their present social system, must 
necessarily involve complete discarding 
of commodity fetishism, abandonment 
of economic growth, and concentration 
upon equitable distribuuon of a given 
sodal product. This would leave the 
maximum possible resources of the 
crucial finite minerals available for the 
presently rural societies lo bring their 
living standards up to acceptable general 
minima. It would also involve an acuve 
international policy of resource con-
servation, and careful work on deter-
mining possible maximum sustainable 
levels of^ worid population on the basis 
of the "income" energy resources (wind, 
rain, etc.) for the post-fossil fuel future. 
Obviously, however, the priority task 
is to halt imperialism in its plunder and 
ravaging of the tricontinents. For there 
is a point of no return in tliis process: 
a point of catasu-ophc, after which a 
second industrial revolution would be 
impossible in the event of cataclysmic 
war (see, for example, H. Brown, J. 
Bonner and J. Weir: The Next Hundred 
Years, Wddcnfcld and Nicolson, 19a7, 
pp. 147 et seq.). 
If my argument above « substantially 
correct, I have no need to elaborate here 
upon the re-thinking it demands from 
socialists throughout the world. The 
debate is overdue, and ought to be 
joined in high seriousness, free from 
dogmatism. However, cvcrythmg I have 
said argues for the intensificauon ol the 
struggles of peoples throughout the 
world against imperialism—and in 
particular the imperialism of the United 
States of America, incomparably the 
richest, the most ruthless, and the 
greediest imperial power in the world 
and in human history. 
Malcolm Caldwell 
Tuesday, 21st April, 1970 
RAW MATERIALS OF IMPERIALISM 
The above article is reprint-
ed from the "Black Dwarf" - a 
British Revolutionary news 
paper. Whilst it raises some 
extremely important points, 
there seems to be some con-
fusion in the section dealing 
with alternative energy sources 
and particularly the use of 
nuclear energy. I think that 
the author is attempting to 
indicate that nuclear energy 
does not represent a potential 
food source whereas the fossil 
fuels potentially do. For ex-
ample petroleum hydro-
carbons have been used to 
produce large yields of pro-
tein as microbial cclls,siiit-
able for consumption. I think 
there is some confusion in the 
statement "must incur a 
heavy cost in fuel to win 
them". If the author is refer-
ring to the ouday of fossil fuel 
energy to construct reactors 
and prepare the nuclear fuel, 
then this initial process would 
surely not seriously deplete 
fuel reserves. Once a nuclear 
power process is established, 
the energy generated would 
provide for its continuation. 
There are other possible food 
sources such as microbial food 
from industrial wastes and 
algal cultivation but their 
feasibility as large scale sol-
utions remains to be seen. Of 
course the world's food prob-
lems involve not only the 
limits of finite resources and 
alternatives but also the 
present totally irrational and 
unequal distribution of food 
supplies. 
A primary and crucial con-
sideration for the future of 
mankind discussed in this 
article is that the physical re-
sources of this earth are fixed, 
and thatgiveaprcscnt patterns 
of demand and population 
growth our food and raw mat-
erials resources man will face 
those limits within the fore-
seeable future. Rather than 
the continuous growth of pre-
sent capitalist technology at 
the further expense of the 
underdeveloped countries, 
with its insatiable demands 
for raw materials merely to 
accommodate and expand the 
increasingly false and super-
ficial consumptive needs of 
the peoples of the 'aflluent 
societies', growth must be 
directed towards the very 
specific public priorities of 
mankind - mainly the prior-
ities of development in the 
Third World, and not the fur-
ther .predication of a tech-
nology of waste and profiit. 
Current U.S. imperialist con-
sumption of 70% of the 
world'.s resources by less than 
7% of the world's population 
illustrates clearly the present 
priorities. 
To talk about shifting from 
an economy of affluence (for 
some), planned obsolescence, 
redundancy and waste to an 
economy that recognizes scar-
city and reiil human needs, wc 
need to formulate practical 
proposals for a new economics 
which includes national re-
source consumption and re-
cycling of materials, the sen-
sible allocation of all raw 
materials and equitable dis-
tribution of resources towards 
the development of poorer 
nations. It also includes the 
limiting of consumption pat-
terns, a democratically deter-
mined land use policy and 
above all we have to strive for 
a sense of balance with the 
natural world. 
Such alternatives threaten 
the logic of imperialism, its 
fundamental attitudes and 
practices. Without further 
"growth, development and 
progress" capitalism cannot 
survive. An economy of life 
demands socialist societies 
whose peoples have real funda-
mental control over economic 
growth, environmental relat-
ionships and the quality of 
their existence. For the forces 
of imperialism and primarily 
U.S. imperialism such chan-
ges are impossible. They must 
be stopped. Not for their sake 
but for OURS. 
BARRY CRIPPS 
THE 
CHILDREN OF VIETNAM 
"Down with Communism, people must 
be free. 
Throw him out; he disagreed with met 
We must have the greatest army for 
peace. 
It's started now and THEY'LL never 
cease." 
So wc armed for peace and fought the 
The Vietnamese were dymg by the 
score. 
When our time was up wc came back 
consdencc free , . , ^ 
I didn't do it all lust for the sake of a 
little me. 
But at times I feci sick-
Kids of one or two. 
Killing beliefs— 
For who? 
One by one, dozen by dozen, they died, 
I saw them and I cried. 
— .2-»- ^  ' -*<> • V But it's all over, we're free again 
^ - : • • Vj W It feels good to know YOU'RE right. 
But every now and then I wake in the 
night. 
I see little, armless boys and giris 
1 sec their pleading eyes. 
Why did they have to die ? 
FEEL ALL RIGHT - GO TO 
SLEEP? 
But I wonder will I ever forget 
The black days and phosphorous nights 
When it was our duty to kill kids in 
Vietnam? 
Don't worry about it, you're here 
Forget about the napalm fear 
Of being stabbed in the night 
You're free, it's over, you've had your 
fight. 
Right! I've helped make Vietnamese 
free! 
Send in more troops, drop more bombs 1 
God's on our sidc-WE'rc NEVER 
wrongl 
But it worries mc. 
I wake in a sweat some nights , . . 
J,O.L. 
SEMPER13 
FLOREAT 

WHY WOMEN'S LIBERATION? 
Despite their need, hotvever, tvomen have always represented the most 
exploited sector of (he industrial labor farce. Child and female labor were intro-
duced ihiring the early singes of imlitstrial capitalism, at a lime tvhen most 
men were gainfully employed in crafts. As industrialization developed and 
craft jobs were vlitninaled, men entered the industrial labor force, driving 
tiomen find chiltlren into the loivest categories of tcork and pay. Indeed, the 
position of ivomen and children intlustritd tvorkers tvas so pitiful, and their 
tvages so small, that the craft unions refused to organize them. Even tvhen 
uomen organized themselves and engaged in militant slrikes and labor agitation 
—from the .shoemakers of Lynn, Mtt.ssachu.ieUs, to the Interntttional Ladies* 
Garment Workers and their grcal .strike of 1909—r«n/c unionists continued 
lo ignore their needs. As a restill of this male supremacy in the unions, tvomen 
remain essctttiiilly ttnorganizetl, despite the fad that they arc becoming an ever 
larger purl of the labor force. 
The trend is clearly toward increasing numbers of tvomen entering the 
tvork force: tvomen represented 55 per cent of the growth of the total labor force 
in 1<J62, and the number oftcorking women rose from 16.9 million in 1957 to 
24 million in 1962. There is every indication that the number of ivomen in the 
labor force tvill coiitiitue to grow as rapitlly in the fulttre. 
Job discrimimilion (igainst women exists in all sectors of work, even in 
occupiilions tvhich are iirctloinina-itly made up of women. This tliscriminutton 
is reinforced in lite field of ctlticalion, where women are being short-changed 
tit It lime ulien lite job markel demanits higher educational levels.-In 1962, 
for example, while tvimien conslilittcd 53 per cent of ihc graduuling high school 
ctit.<is, only 42 per cent of the entering college class tvere tcomcn. Only one in 
three people who receirvd « B.A. or M.A. in that year teas a woman, and only 
one in ten ivlio received a Ph.D. tvas a woman. These figures represent a decline 
in vilucationid iichicvi'menl for tvomen since the 1930'.s, tvhen ivomen received 
ttvo oul of five of the B.A. and M.A. degrees given, and one out of seven of the 
Ph.Os. While there has been a dramatic increase in the number of people, 
inclmling ivomen, who go to college, tvomen have not kepi pace tvilh men in 
terms of eilitcaliontd achievement. Furlhermore, tvomen have lost ground in 
professioittd emptoYmenl. In 1960 only 22 per cent of the faculty and other 
profi'ssionid .staff dl colleges and universities were tcomcn—down from 28 
per cent in 1919, 27 per cent in 1930, 26 per cent in 1920. 1960 does beat 1919 
tvith tmly 20 per ceiit—"yoiih'e come a long way, baby"—right back to where 
you stnrtedl In other professiotiid categories: 10 per cent of all scientists arc 
nomc/i, 7 per cent of all phy.sicians, 3 per cent of all laioycrs, and I per cent 
of all engineers.. 
Even when tvonien do obtain an education, in many cases il tlocs them 
little gtwd. Women, tvhalever their educational level, are concentrated in the 
liiiver pitying occupations. The figures in Chart A tell a story thai most ivomen 
know and few men tvill admit: most tvomen arc forced to tvork al clerical jobs, 
for which they arc paid, on the average, S1600 less per year than men doing the 
same ivork. Working chss tvomen in the service atid operative (semi-skilled) 
categories, making up 30 per cent of working tvomen, are paid S1900 less per 
year on ihc average than are men. Of all tvorking tvomen, only 13 per cent are 
'profv.ssiottals {including lotc-ptty nnd loiv-stalus tcork such as teacbitig, nursing 
and social tvork), nnd they earn $2600 less per year than do professional men. 
Household teorkers, the lowest category of all, are predominantly tvomen {over 
2 million) and prfilomiiwntly black and third world, earning for their labor 
barely over SIOOO per year. 
Not only are tvomen forced onto tbe lowest rungs of the occupational ladder, 
they are in ihalotcest income levels as tvell. The most constant and bitter injustice 
experienced by all tvomen is the income differential. While tvomen might pas-
sively accept lotv status jobs, limited opportunities for advancement, and 
discrimination in the factory, office and university, they choke finally on the 
daily fad that the male ivorker next to them earns more, and usually does less. 
In 1965 the median tvagc or salary income of year-round full-time women 
tvorkers teas only 60 percent that of men, a 4, per cent loss since 1955. Tiventy-
nine per cent of working women earned less than $3000 a year as ^ ^ompared 
tvith 11 per cent of the men; 43 per cent of the toomen earned from $3000 to 
$5000 a year as compared tvith 19 per cent of the men; and 9 per cent of the 
tvomen earned $7000 or more as compared tvith 43 per cent of the men. 
What most people do not know is that in certain respects, ivomen suffer 
more than do non-tohite men, and that black and third tvorld tvomen stiffer 
most of all. . 
Women, regardless of race, arc more disadvantaged than are men, including 
non-ivhite men. White tvomen earn $2600 less than tvhite men and $1500 less 
than non-while men. The brunt of the inequality is carried by 2.5 million 
non-tvhiie tvomen, 94 per cent of tvhom are black. They earn $3800 less than 
tvhite men, $1900 less than non-tchite men, and $1200 less than tvhite tvomen. 
The rise of new agitation for the occupational equality of tvomen also 
coincided tvith the re-entry of the "lost generation**—the houseivives of the 
1950's--(Hto the job market. Women from middle class backgrounds, faced 
ivilh an "empty nest" {children grown or in school) and a tvidotved or divorced 
rale of one-fourth to one-third of all marriages, returned to the tcorkplace in 
large numbers. But once there they discovered that ivomen, midtlle class or 
olhertvise, arc the last hired, the lotvesi paid, the least often promoted, and the 
first fired. Furthermore, women are more likely to suffer job discrimination 
on the basis of age, so the ivitlotced and tlivorced suffer particularly, even though 
their economic need lo tcork is often nrgeitt. Age discrimination also means 
that the option of tvork after chiltl-rearing is limited. Even highly qualified 
older tvomen find themselves forced into lotv-paid, unskilled or semi-skilled 
tvork—if they are lucky enough lo find a job in the first place. 
The realities of the tvork tvorld for most middle class tvomen—that they 
become members of the working class, like it or not—are under.standably 
distant to many young men and ivomen in college who have never had to work, 
and tvho tend to think of the indiislritd "proletariat" as a rcvolulionary force, 
lo the exclusion of "bourgeois** tvorking ivomen. Their image of the "pampered 
middle class tvoman" is factually incorrect and politically naive It is middle 
class ivomen forced inlo working class life tvho arc often the first lo become 
conscious of the coiitrailiction belivecn the "American Dream" and their daily 
experience. 
Faced with discriminalion on the job—after being forced inlo the lotver 
levels of the occupational structure—millions of tvomen are inescapably pre-
settled ivilh the fundamenuU contrtidiclions in ihcir unequal treatmeiil and their 
tnussivc e.xploittition. The rapid growth of tvomen*s liberation tis a movement 
is rclitted in part lo ihe exploitation of working tcomcn in all occupational 
categories. 
Male supremacy, marriage, and the structure of tvagc labor—each of these 
aspects ofivomcn's oppression hiis been crucial to the resurgence of the tvomen*s 
struggle. Il must be abuiidimtly clear that radicid social change musl occur 
before there can be significant improvement in the social position of ivomen. 
Some form of socialism is a minimutu requirement, considering the changes 
that miLst come in the institutions of marriage and the family alone. The 
intrinsic ratlicalism of the struggle for women's liberation necessarily links 
women with all other oppressed groups. 
The heart of the movement, as in all freetlom movements, rests in tcomen's 
knowledge, w/ielltcr articulated or sdll only an illness without a name, that 
they arc not inferior—not chicks, nor bunnies, nor quail, nor cows, nor bitches, 
nor ass, nor meal. Women hear the litany of their oivn dehumanization each 
day. Yet all the same, tvomen knoiv that male supremacy is a lie. They know 
they are not animals or sexual objects or commodities. They know their lives 
are miililaled, because they see within themselves a promise of creativity and 
personal integration. Feeling the contradiction bclioccn the essentially creative 
and self-actualizing human being tvithin her, and the cruel and degrading 
less-(ltan-kuman role she is compelled to play, a tvoman begins to perceive 
the falseness of tvhat her society lias forced her to be. And once she perceives 
this, she knows that she must fight. 
This article is representative of the views of a 
number of women at Qld. university who 
have recently colled for the formation of a 
womens' liberation movement. 
DEAR SIR 
A broadsheet recently being circulated 
among Hist iry students begins with the 
prim and |ious little statement; "Any 
subject wc do at the University should 
help us to respond to other human 
beings and to help them more than we 
do at Ihe moment." It then goes on to 
outline some of the horrifying conditions 
under which people live in the world 
today. There is an old-fashioned word 
which describes this sort of carry-on: 
cant. A more modern one is hypocrisy. 
If we really cared about any of these 
tilings 'AX simply would not be in the 
University today. There may be half-a-
dozcn people who arc domg courses 
with the intention of directly hclpinu 
the people who most need help. They 
are almost certainly doiiig "vocational 
courses—medicine, aericulturc, engi-
neering. The rest of us arc at the 
University for our own sakcs. Wc arc 
looking for sclf-enrichmcnt or for a 
qualification for a decently paid and 
satisfying job. No doubt that satis-
faction lor many of us cnvolvcs "help-
ing" other people, but wc arc usuaUy 
pretty sclecuvc about whom wc choose 
to help, and it is no good giving our-
selves praise for high moral purpose. 
Nearly everyone enjoys "helping others 
if it involves no real sacrifice. Look at 
society ladies vrith their "pet charities . 
In absolute moral terms helping 
people who are starving must take 
precedence. Anyone who talks of a 
stultifving educarion system as if it 
was ah equivalent evil has as crazy a 
set of values as the people in the 1930 s 
who equated the .sufferings of an carl 
forced to sell his ancestral home with 
those of a man who had been on the 
dole for five years. AnM anyone who is 
not spending their whole life helping 
people who arc starving must be 
regarded in absolute terms as leading a 
selfish and immoral life. There seems 
to mc to be only two really moral 
courses open to anyone brought up in 
an advanced country: to take advantage 
of the training facilities of one's country 
to acquire a skill and then go and use it 
for the benefit of an under-developed 
country, or else to get the highest paid 
job one can manage in one's own 
country and hand over the money oiie 
earns to the organization one feels is 
doing the most good. Anything short 
of this seems to mc to fall into the "pet 
charity" category. 
Perhaps I am being over-emphatic 
in denouncing this broadsheet. But it 
gives mc the horrors to sec the sort of 
reaction to human misery the authors 
approve of If one is outraged at the 
thought of an Indian getting 20 dollars 
a year it seems gross and callous to 
suggest as a solution that students 
should study his plight so that they can 
pass their exams. It is highly unlikely 
that any of us has cither the training or 
the brains to come up with any originai 
contribution to changing his condiuon. 
Nor is the material to make an original 
analysb available to us. We should only 
trail over ground already covered by 
economists, historians and journalists. 
Seen in the most charitable light it 
would be a self-indulgent intellectual 
exercise; for most of us it would also 
help us get a qualification which would 
let us earn an extra 100 dollars or more 
a year for the rest of our lives. 
Wc really ought not to over-estimate 
the moral validity of universities as 
educational institutions N'o doubt some 
real comributions to solving the world's 
problems arc made there; but they arc 
made by staff, not students. Even 
within the closed and selfish community 
of Australia, Universities seem to get a 
disproportionate share of public money. 
It IS, to say the least, anomalous that 
a post-graduate student should get 
about twice as much a week from public 
funds as a deserted wife with two 
children. 
All controversy about the running of 
the University, the content of courses, 
etc., is consumer movement stuif. A 
little above the level of the squabble 
between the margarine manufacturers' 
and tlie dairy farmers, but in worid 
terms not much. It is hypocritical to 
pretend that wc arc at the University 
for any reason except to please our-
selves; and the more wc hold enlight-
ened and progressive views the more we 
arc to blame for leading such selfish 
lives. Don't let's pretend wc arc doing 
it to "help others". If wc can't be good, 
wc might at least be honest. 
Ellrn Jordan 
Tuesday, 21st April, 1970 
The limpness of "Sister George" is bewildering 
since it iTsigned by Robert Aldrich (Le Ores 
Bob to his French defenders) who has built a 
reputation out of his energetic, often frenetic 
cutting rhythms. His talent is particularly 
suited to the grotesque in the human condition 
because his baroque style often dislocates the 
action of a scene to the point where the scene 
as such is non-existent, giving just an impression 
of isolated entities talking to themselves. This 
is particularly true of his best films like 
"Attackl" (1956) - a paralysing dissection of 
tlie psychotic morality of war heroes and war 
leaders. A terrifying labty in th of memories 
and fantasies, truths and half truths, generally 
drive his character to the thin line between 
reason and unreason. This is true of "Autumn 
Leaves", "Hush, Hush, Sweet Charlotte", 
"Whatever Happened to Baby Jane?", "The 
Last Sunset", "The Legend of Lylah Clare" -
all typical and personal works. 
"Sister George" is sensational material and 
Aldrich plays up the more grotesque elements 
to the hilt, but only through the ham of 
Beryl Reid's performance and not through his 
usual formidable mise-cn-scenc. The film is 
flat and stagey, scenes drag on through the 
rise and fall of dialogue rhythms alone (some 
of tlie longeurs between Reid and Yorke cry 
out for tighter control over both performance 
and flow of movement within a scene). 
"Sister George", in fact, lacks pace to an 
appalling extent The situation adumbrates a 
number of strands which make "Sister 
George" at least look like a personal project: 
in particular, Beryl Reid is very close to the 
Peter Finch character in "The Legend of 
Lylah Clare". Both attempt to manipulate the 
object of their self-delusions (Susannah York 
and Kim Novak respectively) in order to 
recreate and idealise a past relationship built 
out of half-truths sanctioned as truth i>y such 
self-decepti'on. Aldrich docs less than justice 
however to Beryl Reid's tormented lesbian. 
Why, then, when his other tormented, sick and 
neurotic beings are so carefully cinematically 
defined? The difference between "Lylah 
Qare" and "Sister George" is not in .tiie 
material but its realisation. "Sister Goerge" 
fails to provide a cinematic climate or flow that 
will render Uie theatrical blows of Reid and 
Coral Browne, and the sensational subject 
matter a meaningful proposition. Not mare 
hysteria, but hysteria that creates a worid, an 
attitude emanating from the personality of 
Aldrich itself is what "Sister George" demands. 
In his best films, Aldrich has proven himself 
•a genuinely exciting arid somewhat anarchic 
talent who has created a distinctive, personal 
style by literally cutting his way out of the 
confined, sick world he explores. Jn "Sister 
George", however, he just lets his lesbians 
rot there. Why? 
BUTCH CASSIDV AND 
THE SUNDANCE K(D 
BUTCH CASSIDY AND THE 
SUNDANCE KID 
In the past, George Roy Hill has tended to sign 
his films with Invisible ink, from the glossy 
mediocrity of "Thoroughly Modern Millie" to 
the laboured mediocrity of "Hawaii". In his 
latest opus, a pseudo-western about the demise 
of the old west, he is no less inept but imposes 
a personality long enough to assert his complete 
lack of feeling or understanding for the genre 
he exploits. In the hands of a Budd Boetticher 
or even a Burt Kennedy, the potentialities of 
the William Goldman script could have sparked 
into a definite attitude on the whole rigmorole 
of the western myth. Butch {Paul Newman) 
and Sundance (Robert RedfordI recall in their 
best lines the humourous interludes of the 
Budd Boetticher journey films without their 
spontaneity or moral tension. In opposition to 
the script, which assigns the protagonists rigid 
roles for themselves, the director has no geo-
metric scheme for the film to follow and thus 
allow its Bonnie and Clyde characters to 
develop their Arthur Penn consciousnesses. In 
fact, there is little dramatic tension at all; the 
film just meanders from a television-style 
showdown (filmed in sepia) with closeups of 
holsters, hands and heavy breathing to a dull 
chase sequence, through more sepia photo-
graphs down to Bolivia, and, if eternity had 
not gotten in the way, Butch and Sundance 
might have continued on to Australia to 
conduct more of their self-conscious verbal 
repetition and variation. A few years ago, 
Budd Boetticher and Sam Peckinpah breathed 
several new dimensions into the traditional 
opposition of the Good Guy and the Bad 
Guy in the western. After several years of 
inactivity both are happily at work again 
and thank God for that; if the George Roy 
Hills of this world ever control the wide 
open spaces, then John Ford lived and 
created his mythology for nought. 
In a future issue of Semper Floreat, I intend 
to review an exciting new book of interviews 
called "The Director's Evant". a new York 
publication edited by Eric Sherman and 
Martin Rubin. Tho five filmmakers interviewed 
are Budd Boetticher, to whom I refer above; 
Arthur Penn "'Bonnie and Clyde"); Peter 
Bogdanovich ("Targets"); Samuel Fuller; and 
Abraham Polonsky ("Force of Evil", "Tall 
Them Vl/illle Boy is Here" - shortly to be 
released in Brisbane.) 
Tuesday, 21st April, 1970 
COLOR 
IN THE 
CINEMA 
The Contemporary Arts Society is mounting a 
festival of films called "Color in the Cinema" 
which is probably as good a selection as has 
ever been thrown together in this town. Even 
if you're not very interested in formulating 
notions about the function of colour in the 
cinema, there is a wide enough range of films 
to satisfy the most fastidious audience (even 
a pod audience). Included are four Nicholas 
Ray films: the justiy famous "Johnny Guitar" 
has some of Ray's wildest and most violent 
combinations of colour and represents the 
height of his personal vision, with its twin 
themes of alienation and insecurity in a 
precarious, hostile worid; "Wind Across the 
Everglades" exploits the chimeric, treacherous 
qoaJ/ty of the swamplands through a range of 
yellow and greens; "Run For Cover" shifts 
from harmonious colour combinations to 
clashing colours to create the moral and 
dramatic tension at the film's centre; and 
"The True Story of Jesse James" develops 
turbulent, merging variations in sombre 
combinations to envelop its doomed prota-
gonists. 
Joseph Losey's "Accident" allows tho 
tonal effects of its colours to determine the 
flow of mood across the various fragments 
that make up the film's elliptical structure; 
John Ford's "The Searchers" (Magnificentiy 
photographed by Win ton Hoch) uses a wide 
range of colours to determine seasonal and 
geographical change during its expansive, 
epic organization of events - tha season ticket 
(s worth this film alone: ft is arguably the 
finest colour film ever made; Vincente 
Minnelli indulges in some typical flamboyance 
during "Home From the Hill" - at one stage 
tracking through a wood with a brilliant sul-
phurous glow in the background, and then sub-
duing his effects into muted reds and browns 
in interior sequences to demonstrate Robert 
Mitchum's relative adaptability to his environ-
ment; Alfred Hitchcock's "Mamie" uses 
colour both directiy (in the case of the red 
suffusions triggered off by Mamie's anxieties) 
and deviously (to create emotional responses 
in his audience for various reasons); in 
Jacques Demy's delicate musical, "Umbrellas 
of Chertiourg", the colours fulfil a triple 
function - the decorative, the atmospheric, 
and as instruments of emotional emphasis; 
Roger Gorman's gothic horror film "The" 
Masque of the Red Death" exploits its garish 
range of colour for the more extravagant and 
sensational contrivances demanded by the 
nature of horror conventions, but does so in 
a richly entertaining display of ostentation 
(cameraman is Flloyd Crosby); George Cukor's 
"My Fair Lady" withholds its colours for 
valid dramatic highlights, justifiable in view 
of the film's formal organization, rounding 
out the season are Bo Widerberg's "Elvira 
Madigan", Truffaut's "Fahrenheit 451", 
Fellini's "Julliet of the Spirits" all more or 
less notable colour films - and the first 
release of Godard's magnificent "Lo Mepris" 
(Contempt) which begins with a range of 
monochromes highlighting Brigitte Bardot's 
anatomy and then proceeds to an austere 
and classical definition of the use of colour. 
Godard uses Fritz L^ng as an oracle of the 
traditional cinema, and by doing so defines 
his own attitudes to tragedy. 
Whereas Lang in his films has reflected 
the Greek view of fate, with man operating 
under destructive forces outside of his 
control, Godard is a modern sensibility who 
sees tragedy as caused by self-willed, knowing 
acts. People destroy themselves through a web 
of imperceptiveness, misunderstanding, and 
betrayal. Camille (Brigitte Bardot) views her 
husband's behaviour with contempt because 
he seems to want to compromise her with 
another man, producer Jerry Prokosh (Jack 
Palance). Paul Javal (Michel Piccolo) goes 
through a range of neurotic gestures which 
reveal a capacity for self-delusion and do in 
fact, encourage his wife's unfaithfulness. There 
is nothing clear-cut in the philosophical con-
siderations of "Lo Mepris",. Although the 
characters will their own actions, there aro 
traces of Lang's inexorable fates in operation 
through their inability to rescind. These 
fascinating shifts between destiny end free 
will are crystallised in the long dialogue 
between Bardot and Piccoti, and strengthened 
throughout by motifs of confinement offset 
by oceanic expanses. Godard confines himself 
to the primary colours of blue, yellow and * 
white as the basis of a tragic mode. The red 
of Faience's sports car is a notable intrusion 
into the Homeric setting. 
NOEL BJORNDAHL 
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A man went looking for America 
And couldn't find it anywhere..,. 
IPANOO COMWNV In associalion with RAYBERT PRODUCTIONS prestnti 
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RKfen 
PETER FONDA 
DENNIS HOPPER 
JACK NICHOLSOH 
4TH WEEK! 
bCHI SOmCOCR COiOR 
I l CANNES FUM FESTIVAL WINNtR! "Best Film By a New Direclof" 
•NOW! 
ELDORADO 
iiNOOonaapiLi.Vi 
ADULTS 
ONLY 
Scistens nightly ol 8 p.ni. 
including Sundoy. Wodnei-
doyt, t1 a.m. ond 8 p.m. 
Book of Thofltro 78-11 SI 
or Pollngt, Queen Street. J 
ratings 
NATHAN BRITTLES ON THE 
FILM SCENE: 
RATINGS: ****Indicates a masterpiece 
***See by all means 
**See 
*See if desperate 
fNo use bothering 
REGENT: 
PARIS'. 
TOWN: 
ELDORADO: 
CRYSTAL: 
UNI FILM GROUP 
MAY 8 
CONTEMPORARY 
ARTS SOCIETY 
(SHORTLY) 
C.A.S. 
COLOR SEASON 
APRIL 2 9 -
MAY3 
The Virgin Soldiers 
(John Dexter, director) (next) 
Butch Cassidy and the Sundance Kid 
(George Roy Hill) (now) 
Midnight Cowboy 
(John Schlesinger, director) 
The Killing of Sister George 
(Robert Aldrich, director) 
Easy Rider 
(Dennis Hopper, director) 
It Happened Here " 
(Kevin Brownlow) 
Rio Grande 
(John Ford) 
Stagecoach 
(John Ford) 
Falstaff ~^ 
(Orson Welles) 
Elvira Madigan (Widerberg) 
Accident (Losey) 
BonjourTristessa (Preminger) 
Fahrenheit 451 (Truffaut) 
Privilege (Watkins) 
My Fair Lady (Cukor) 
Johnny Guitar (Ray) 
Wind Across the Everglades (Ray) 
Mamie (Hitchcock) 
The Searchers (Ford) 
True Story of Jesse James (Ray) 
Juliet of the Spirits (Feilini) 
Umbrellas of Cherbourg (Demy) 
Home From the Hill (Minnelli) 
Run for Cover (Ray) 
Contempt (Godard) 
Masque of the Red Death (Corman) 
• • • 
• t 
»»• 
• • • f 
• 
t 
• •• 
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NATHAN BRITTLES 
WITNESSESTHE INVASION OF 
THE BODY SNATCHERS 
As Don Siege! powerfully dem-
onstrated, the Pods are taking it 
over. The Pods are everywhere, 
dictating their unfeeling medi-
ocrity from high places and low 
places. Were they not so power-
ful, they would be risible. Their 
rate of growth is alarming and 
campus audiences ^re infested 
with them. The C.A.S. audience 
who saw Rossellini's "Vanina 
Vanini" on Sunday, April 8 
displayed a greater proportion 
of pods than people. The Pod 
element made their presences 
felt in the cinema's greatest 
and most solitary artist, 
Roberto Rosselltni. Rossellini's 
magnificent pursuit of liberty 
inexorably fulfilled itself 
through the services of the zoom 
lens. And all the while the pods 
walked out, rattling their 
chains behind them. 
Orson Welles' "Falstaff" (to be 
screened by Contemporary Arts 
Society presently) deserves the 
support of every serious movie-
goer. Welles seems to have been 
rehearsing for Falstaff all his 
life - "he feels the character 
inside out but is enough of an 
artist to look at himself with 
ironic detachment". Andres -
Sarris' summation is apt: 
Welles has always vied with the 
greats — a towering egocentre 
whose very presence on the 
screen fills out his designs to 
the correct shape and size. 
But the giant has mellowed 
sufficiently in "Falstaff" to 
justify both the gothic and the 
pastoral elements of Falstaff's 
world; and when the old man 
goes away to die, you weep large 
tears. 
PHONE 
62 1837 
RICHARDSON'S PRE-RUN CARS 
BRISBANE'S ORIGINAL SPORTS CAR DEALER 
1 SANDGATE ROAD,BREAKFAST CREEK 
69 
66 
66 
65 
64 
59 
63 
66 
67 
61 
66 
65 
PHONE 
64960 
M.G.B. MK 2 0/drivB Red, Black TriTi, as New S300 dep. 
M.G.B. G.T.B. Fastback, White, cannot be faulted $260 dep. 
M.G.B. G.T.B. Fastback, Red, any inspection ... $240 dep. 
M.G.B. Roadster, White, in A1 condition ... $180 den. 
M.G.B. Roadster White, Faultless $160 dep. 
M.G.A. Coupe - Burgandy, English import $120 dep. 
Austin Haalay Sprite Mk 2, Red, Excellent buy $100 dep. 
Honda Coupe, White, Black Trim, reconditioned motor $110 dap. 
Triumph Spitfire, Blue, Immaculate $175 dep. 
Austin Healey Sprite Fastback, blue, different $ 99 dep 
Morris Cooper "S" - White, a real goer $139 dep. 
Morris Cooper "S" - B.R.G., a sound machine $129 dep. 
WITH AN " A l " CREDIT RATING, ALL VEHICLES CAN BE PURCHASED ON 
"NO DEPOSIT". 
WE WILL TRADE ANYTHING' FINANCE ARRANGED ON EASY TERMS 
OFF'CAMPUS 
TYPING 
essay and assignment specialists 
4th floor tower gcoff nimmo 
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COMMEH"? ^ 
Commem hits Campus from Monday 
April 27 to Friday May 1, and a 
blow-by-blow description follows: 
Monday: Popsles Football Match 
Prom. Concert in Refec. 
Talkathon begins midnight 
TueKlay: Talkathon continues 
Dirty Joke Contest 
Commem Dinner & Bait 
Wednesday: -• Talkathon speaker collapses 
midnight 
Fashion parade 
WUS Debate 
Thursday: Pop Forum 
Commem Parliamentary 
Friday: Singing on Treasury Steps 
Commem Procession 
Iron Man Contest 
All Crafts Race " 
UNION NJGHT 
Plus numerous pranks, and activities of 
many and various types. 
_ • Dry cleaners: 
PANTLUS 
for quality. 
also laundry 
and shoe repairs 
Leave garments 
at Union Shop. 
TURN ON THE EASY WAY 
RIDE 
YAMAHA 
from as low as $65 deposit ••-J^ 
FROM 
YAMAHA EASYRiDERS 
341 Wickham Street, V8llBy*511197 
Tuesday, 21 it April, 1970 
FLORIAT 
YES 
Atlantic SAL 933617 
For once I'm forced to agree with the 
blurb on the back of a record cover. 
Tony Wilson of Melody Maker rates 
Yes Vtfith Led Zepellin as one of the 
two groups most likely to "make it" 
in 1969. Led Zepellin have made it, 
loud and fuzz-toned and now Yes 
have released a brilliant first album -
the best debut disc of any group since 
Hendrix'^ Are You Experienced? 
On first impulse I was prompted 
to compare this five-piece British group 
with Iron Butterfly, which has the same 
instrumental line-up (guitar, organ, bass 
and drums), and a very similar "floating" 
vocals style. Two heavy tracks in par-
ticular—Beyond and Before and Every 
Little Thing — invite such a comparison, 
but the very versatility and effortless 
style of this group place them above 
and beyond many established groups. 
Every one of the eight tracks on this LP 
is dominated by brilliant vocal harmon-
ies, and the group's musicianship is above 
reproach. Listen to the blend of styles 
on, say, I See You, and see if you don't 
agree that Peter Banks, together with 
Jethro Tuil's Mick Abrahams, must be 
one of the best new guitarists on the 
English scene. 
All of the songs, with the exception 
of the Beatles' Every Little Thing (I 
didn't recognize it anyway) and the 
Byrd's i See You were written in whole 
or in part by group members - mainly 
singer John Anderson and bassist Chris 
Squire. 
I don't believe I've been so impressed 
by the production of an LP since Sgt 
^ Pepper. It's good pop, inventive, original 
and technically accomplished. It would 
be sticking my neck out a little too far 
to suggest that Yes might prove to be 
worthy successors to the Beatles, but 
the popularity they've enjoyed in . 
Britain certainly promises big things. I 
hope we hear more from them. 
YES! YES! YES! YES! YES! 
Chris StSfffoFd 
JOHN MAYALL & ERIC 
CLAPTON: BLUESBREAKERS 
Decca SKLA 4804 
This, the best LP John Mayall ever put down, 
has just been le-icleascd by EMI - electronic-
ally leprocessed in stereo. It may be Rve years 
old, but it should be part of every modem 
blues collection. Clapton's savage freewheeling 
guitar, before it was adulterated by the struc-
tures of Cieam and Blind Faith (and finally 
strangled in the Plastic Ono Band), still sounds 
exciting to my ears, while Mayall was, in 196S, 
singing wiih much more honesty and vigour 
than he did after A Hard Road and Crusade. 
John McVic (now with Fleetwood Mac) plays 
some brilliant bass - especially on Little 
Girl - and displays the style which makes him, 
in my opinion, one of Britain's finest bluesmen. 
Hu^ic Flint's drumming is more than compe-
tent, and his solo on What'd I Say sounds, 
strangely enough, nothing like Toad - it was 
recorded two years before Fresh Cream. 
Certainly worth a second listen - the 
"best of the Bluesbrcaken". 
COLOSSEUM : MORITURI TE 
SALUTAPJT 
Fontana TLS 107/886765TQ 
Jazz musicians in increasing numtiersare begin-
ning to f guFB largely on the British rock-blues 
scene. The trend started with Goergie Fame, 
Manfred Mann and Graham Bond, and later 
outstanding jazz organist Brian Auger formed 
his famous Trinity - tho Godhead of the 
English blues scene in the late '60's. 
Now at long last the powers that be have 
seen fit to release this, the first LP by a great 
new jazz/bluss group. Colosseum. The 
personnel list reads like a "who's who" of 
British music - sax player Oicfc Heckstalf-
Smith and dmmmer Jon Hiseman (both ex-
Graham Bond Organization and Mayall's 
Bluesbreakers), bassist Tony Reeves (ex-
Bluesbreakers), and organist Dave Greenslade 
(the Ram Jam Band, Chris Farlowe), plus 
singer/guitarist James Litherland — relatively 
unknown, but able to hold his own amongst 
these jazz giants. 
Most of the tracks are pure iazz, and on 
first hearing a couple are quite incomprehens-
ible. Numt>ers like Mandarin, Debut and the 
title track Those About to Die are interwoven 
with complex crotHhythm*. dun^H of metre 
and cron-key tonal progressions which are 
more the domain of Chariie Mingus, Dave 
Brut«ck and their ilk - I suspect that a couple 
of the musidans get as bushed as the listener 
|i.o. myself) during the polyrhythmic mean-
darings of, say Bewars the Ides of March (and 
if you've heard this Bach chord sequence be-
fore, remember Procol Harum?). 
The standout tracks are, in my opinion, 
the simpler bluas4>ased ones like Graham 
Bond's Walking in the Park and Leadbelly's 
Backwater Blues, both stylistically reminiscent 
of the Bluesbreakers. The solos on these 
(Litherland on the former, Heckstall-Smith 
on the latter) are highpoints of the album. 
Greenslade's vocal (at times in unison with 
the tenor sax) on The Road She Walked 
Bcfora sounds like Georgie Fame while on 
Backwater Blues he bears a striking resemb-
lance to Stevie Winwood. 
Original but patchy, technically excellent 
but tedious in places — none the less a good 
LP. By the way, the pseudo - mosaic cover is 
great. 
Chris Stafford 
Paul Desmond (alto sax), 
Ron Carter (bass). Air to 
Moreira (drums and per-
cussion), Edu Lobo (guitar), 
plus orchestration. A & M 
Records, Stereo SAML 
933639. Released in Aus-
tralia by Festival Recording. 
Dates: June & August 1969. 
This recording of I5esnx)nd's is so in-
credibly sterile that I am antazed that Fes-
tival ever took time out to release it. 
It is, I presume his latest effort and fo 
my mind his worst. Compare the schmaltz 
put down here to the wonderful lyricism 
and adventure to be found on the early 
Getz-Bon/a-Almeida-Byrd-Jobim sets and I -
feel sure you'll agree. 
The Brazilians, in the late 50's and 
eariy 60's gave a tremendous boost to popu-
lar jazz and to the jndustry as a whole. 
Taking this record you would think the 
bubble has burst — not so, many fine 
Bosa Nova jazz recordings are still being 
produced by those before mentioned. 
Christ, it's no wonder that young lis-
Our credit is for students 
For half a century, we've been trusting people 
and never had cause to regret it 
Maybe it's our reward for having faith. 
Maybe it's because we try to shape our credit to 
stutlents' situations rather than to the unfeeling 
logic of a computer. 
At Rothwells the emphasis is on friendly 
understanding, on willingness to bend things a 
Uttle one way or stretch them another, when it 
helps our friends to buy things they need now, 
and to pay later in a way that suits them. 
ROTHWELL'S CREDIT 
_ IS INTEREST-FREE 
BRISBANE. COOLANGATTA. TOOWOOMBA 
Tuesday, 21rt April, 1970 
WIOTI HOFFMAN ^ 
MIA FARROW 
J O H N AND MARY 
HMMiftr itttcrtiir 
BUKADtSH PETER YAHS 
JOWMORIIKR MERVYHJOffiS 
• v K I r 
OUtlcr KMS PwiMMi'tdalflUm 
SuiUbIc Only for AdulU,^Qt , , 
Brltbmtlt SfdiHy cawroi 
•iM^sJ 
ZM11««77»« vagnr. 
Now Showing Daily 
1.45 - 7 . 4 5 p.m. 
Also Wed. 10.45 a. 
and Sats. 4.45 p. m. m. 
WATCH FOR A U a ' S RESTAURANT 
BOB, CAROL. TED & ALICE, CANDY 
INGMAR BERGMAN 
MBMMimrs'HDUROFTHEWOlF: 
i$v^?vSw.TiriigM?NNilJ?'.VD^i!THE WHTY* 
Crystal! 
uxinPAktiiTtttUASlIN COLOR at 7.31 t T 
'"•'•'^••'^iii.3Jiii wa^ 
PREMIERE MAY 12 - ALHAMBRA THEATRE-
Stones Comer - lite BOB DYLAN 
film 
with 
JOANBAEZ and DONOVAN 
plus 
FIbn Na 4 
"BOTTOMS" 
YOKO and more. 
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look 
toners are turning away in droves from jazz 
when swill like this is recorded. How are 
we to introduce the pop orientated mind to 
50 years of jazz history producing a my-
riad of exquisite masterpieces, with gaff like 
this — Man! they'd hit you over the head 
with their piles of Clapton, Hendrix, Joplin 
discs — Hell! their music is as potent as 
a randy bull. 
I was fortunate enough to see Duke El-
lington in Sydney last month and judging 
by the number of under 30's in the audir 
ence (the Sydney papers estimated as many 
as 50 per cent were under 30), I would 
say that a renaissance of modern jazz in 
this country is imminent. But certainly not 
with any help from this record, mate. 
Please Mr. Desmond if you must con-
tinue to release discs — put some guts 
into them and leave the uniqueness which 
is required to play Bosa Nova jazz to men 
of Stan Getz (and more importantly on the 
home front, the brilliant Sydney based 
multi-instrumentalist Don Burrows) stature. 
Sorry, Festival — wouldn't recommend 
it to a Victcong. 
Rating: One crotchet. 
John N. O'Brien 
JETHRO TULL: English Leprechauns? 
This was (Reprise RS 6336) 
Stand Up (Reprise RS 6360) 
JETHRO TULL 
In the white American "rebirth of the 
blues" movement there has been a gradual 
shift of emphasis away from the heavily 
amplified rock-blues of the sixties — in-
cluding San Francisco psychedelia (Grate-
ful Dead, Jefferson Airplane) and Chicago 
copyists (Paul Butterfield, Moby Grape) 
—^ to a quieter, more personal experi-
mentation with blues, country and even 
jazz forms (Creedence Clearwater, the 
Band, Blood, Sweat and Tears); in a word, 
a new ethnic, or "street" music, as Bloom-
field (Electric Flag) called it, a fusion of 
many musical forms in much the same 
fashion as the blues, and iazz in oar-
ticular, first evolved. On the other side 
of the Atlantic, John Mayall has begun a 
similar experiment with his new drumless 
band (reeds, guitar, bottleneck and har-
monica), and now spearheading the move-
ment towards a blues-based synthesis of 
English musical forms is a group relatively 
unknown in Australia — Jethro Tull. 
On their first LP (This Was), Jethro Tull 
display their influences clearly — traditional 
blues in Cat's Squirrel and Someday the 
Sun Won't Shine for You, jazz in Roland 
Kirk's Serenade to a Cuckoo and the 
group's own Round, and even reggae (or 
blue-beat) in Song for Jeffrey and Dtiarma 
for One. That is not to imply that these 
distinctions are so fine as to be easily 
categorized; like his American cousin, Al 
Wilson (Canned Heat), leader Ian Ander-
son uses the unlikely catalyst of the flute, 
sometimes j*i.z-influenced and sometimes 
coarsely blown in an unorthodox West End-
ian style, to bridge the style gaps between 
these widely separated genres. Likewise, 
both Mick Abrahams (guitar) and Glenn 
Comtek (bass) are capable of impeccable 
jazz phrasing as well as competent "heavy" 
workouts in a blues framework. Drummer 
elide BunkerJs enthusiastic reception at the 
1969 Newport Jazz festival speaks ior it-
self. 
For a singer-musician who first took up 
flute because "there just happened to be 
a flute in the shop" where he was buying 
a ^microphone,-'Anderson exhibits the versa-
tility of a Mayall and the virtuosity of a 
Winwood on tbe second album, entitled 
Stand Up. He not only composed all the 
songs, but it listed as playing (in addition 
to flute and mouth harp) Hammond organ, 
piano, guitar mandolin and balalaika — as 
well as singing. On this LP, the flute emer-
ges as the group's dominant "sound", albeit 
trademark, and on the best track, Bourse 
(which I'm certain was pinched from some-
where), Anderson's sensitive flute passages 
are beautifully counterpointed by Cornick's 
relaxed bass runs (note the incredible 6-
string bass solo) -r- there are no more 
flute-versus-guitar fussels for prominence 
as on This Was. New guitarist Martin Barre 
takes fewer solos than did Abrahams, and 
when he does he can sound decidely orig-
inal in both jazz and classical veins (Back 
to the Family, We Used to Know), or 
vaguely reminiscent of Hendrix's fuzz and 
wah-wah freak-outs (Look Into the Sun, A 
New Day Yesterday, For a Thousand 
Mothers). Incidentally, both these tracks, 
writen in unusual variations of iazz metres 
— 12/8 and 9 / 8 (cf. Dave Brubeck) — 
are attempts to free popular music from 
the dull tryanny of 4 / 4 time, which bei 
fore the days of the Jeff Beck Group and 
Blood, Sweat and Tears was to my know-
ledge only relinquished in the odd Len-
non-McCartney number (Norwegian Wood, 
Good Morning, All you Need is Love). 
The main impression left after listen-
ing to Jethro Toll's LPs, especially Stand 
Up, is of a music that follows, for all its 
blues, jazz and Calypso influences, the Eng 
lish folk-music tradition. Tracks like Beg 
gar's Farm, Bouree, and the slower ballads 
such as Look into the Sun and Reasons for 
Waiting have the "traditional" sound of, 
say the Beatles' Mother Nature's Sun 
(which is actually a parody of the latest 
stylistic influences in Donovan's music). 
Indeed, in the beautiful Grashow wood-
cut on the cover of Stand Up, the group 
resembles a band of naive medieval mins-
trels, a huddle of amiable leprechauns, or 
even some colourful members of the 
strange group of pilgrims that Rap Van 
Winkel found in the mountains of the Hud-
son River in Washington Irving's famous 
tale. If all that sounds confusing, that's 
indicative of how difficult it is to slot 
Jethro Tull into any one pidgeon-hole. 
Suffice it to say, Jethro Tull are as 
traditionally English as Greensleeves or a 
Turner landscape, ar,d twice as original. A 
highly individual and exciting group. 
Chris Stafford 
' ^ ^ ' 
ENTER A FREE MAN 
ENTER A FREE MAN - Arts Theatre -
Produced by 
Wilf Buckler 
It is more than a difficult task to review 
a play that presents no sense of challenge 
to the audience, sometimes indeed it is 
singularly annoying. 
Enter a Free Man, for reasons known only 
to its autnor recreates.two days in the 
life of a senile inventor (with the opport-
unity that this gives for parading across 
the stage all'ihe mad Inventor jokes you 
know') 
It is a classic confusion of modern inanity; 
elements of the domestic comedy fused 
with an attempt at the archteypal tragedy 
of mis-directed self w i l l 
Indeed, if Stoppard's other play Rosencrantz 
and Guildenstern might be said to be variat-
ions on a theme of Hamlet; then Enter a Free 
Man does the same thing with King Lear, 
wltFperhaps, just a smattering ot Death of 
a Salesman. For, anything that AftEur 
Miller might have acnleved in that play is 
repeated but not advanced on here. 
Then again, it might be argijed that the 
play doesn't pretend to any literary-aesth-
etic heights but is nothing more tlian an 
orthodox and sometimes clever, box-set, 
drawing room drama; content to serve up 
mediocrity to the mediocre. In fact many 
people were seen to enjoy themselves. 
Wilf Buckler has nevertheless done a good 
job, one that matches In technical compet-
ence the standard that he reached in The 
Homecoming, produced last y e a t 
Bronwyn Rees hardly had an opportunity to 
expand upon the performance sne was 
capable of in Black Comedy. And 
although Jenny Pertzel managed to 'get the 
laughs'^ she was unable to maintain any 
sense of proportion in tbe more cl imactic 
scenes. Edward Thompson as the lead 
character, Riley, was singularly monoton-
ous. In all the acting there was too much 
striking of the pretested appropriate ges-
ture in a play that begs one to be as nat-
ural as possible. pguj Davles 
A RUM DO 
The Play "A Rum Do", written by Rob 
InglLs, is overiy melodramatic, poetically 
embarrassing and dramatically poor. At first 
I thought the actors were slow and without 
any vigour, but I soon found that they were 
struggling under the wretched script it offered. 
•It is a play within a play - A theatrical extra-
vaganza is planned as a monument to the late 
Governor Macquarie whose new order has 
broken many of the social prejudices of 
earlier times and set the colony on its feet 
through his works and buildings. Fittingly, 
the action is set in a warehouse. But besides 
its social implications, emancipist versus 
exclusive, it is a conscious attempt to seek 
out, and monument Australia's first great 
heroic figure, whether mythological or his-
torical. Granted the opera or a musical is the 
best medium for such an aim, but when he 
begins to sing and speak heroic words the 
tone becomes pretentious and boringly melo-
dramatic. However, the actors handle the 
ridiculous and weedy situations well. 
The play ho doubt will be chalked up in 
"toward an Australian drama" and piled away 
as another hope of cstablisliing some heritage., 
Buthcritage can't be created, it must be 
moved from within us and no scenes in this 
musical play could do that, unless you were 
Scotti^ and teared along with "Will yc no 
come back again". Social attitude and re-
lationship were one of the major themes of 
the play, the song "Who's Your Neighbour" 
could become really popular, it is a bright 
and catchy tune. This goes the same for most 
of Robin Wood's music - it Is not particularly 
. Australian but it is closer to having overall 
appeal - something that Ihe'play itself lacks. 
The "Lament for Macquarie" is good and 
'Tooralay Swcataway" is excellent. Some of 
the softer songs like "How Does the Wind 
Blow" and "Elizabeth's Lullaby" were sweet 
and even moving. 
The Music is a waving grace, but even the 
music had to struggle to colour these flat cut-
outs from Australia's cardboard dull past I 
can only compliment the actors and director 
on handling what little they were offered with 
proffcssionalisni and a touch of life that could 
only have come from them. I do feel that 
these characters could have been made more 
vivacious, more extravagant even more larger 
than life this would have made some of the 
slow scene in the beginning though heavy 
intone greater in impact 
The play itself i.<: perhaps an unfortunate 
choice because it lacks universal appeal but I 
have no fear that with the piescnt taste of the 
average Brisbane person it might welf be a 
small hit. The tour also could be a success. 
A good tunc has instant appeal to all levels 
of society the moments of folk-hero, melo-
drama, sentimentality and pathos will 
probably bring audicnce.reaction. Besides 
everyone likes the chaem of a good old leg 
'left - leg right ritual no matter how corny. 
The''choreography and direction were 
excellent, when one can understand the 
unfortunate problems this 'monument' 
presented. Director Alan Edwards has made 
a purse of some sort out of the sow's ear 
that the play is. 
Production and the grouping of charac-
ters on Scarf dance, Wool dance and race day 
scene in presentation are excellent. Keith Bain 
Australia's best choreographer for actors, has 
made scenes like the Tooralay Swetaway and 
Race day memorable and exciting, the dancing 
never detracts from the songs or the business, 
but becomes an integrated part of the whole 
presentation. The Actors themselves handle 
their many roles admirably realising that 
tlicrc are two levels of characterization and 
situation. When one mood desolved and the 
other mood had to be moved into or charac 
characters were transformed back into the 
present situation these were handled well by 
the director and the actors. The most 
exciting performance was by Raymond Duparc 
who gave Lachlan Maquarie a majestic and 
operatic presence even if he didn't deserve i t 
His voice was full and beautiful and he handled 
his songs with style. Unfortunately, in the 
second act, the whole tragedy of himself and 
life was not given any great build up but 
rather it only heightened the melodramatic 
qualities though it had potential for much 
more. 
Elaine Cusick has a sweet and sfot voice 
and gave the practical Mrs. Macquarie a 
vivacity and warmth that played on the unde^ 
cunrent of unhappincss. Other outstanding 
moments were ghren by John Llewellyn who 
played Simeon Lawd and in a clever and 
delightfully humorous scene as fanny- (CONT.) 
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A RUM DO . . . cont 
smacking George III sang the 'Rum Corps' 
song. Geraldinc Turner as Sadie in 'Do Me a 
Favour' was enjoyable and her voice was 
perfect for the part Others who were good 
were Don Batchclor as Francis Grcenway, and 
Peter Lavery and Tony Short also were enter-
taining in the 'Song of the Loom and the 
Shuttle'. There were many other moments 
too where characterization reached that peak 
which the musical "comedy" type demands 
of extralargcextralife colourful characters. 
'A Rum Do' is not a great musical but as 
entertainment for Brisbane it may well be 
enjoyable. 1 am a little disappointed that 
this was the Queensland Theatre Company's 
first production as such, but 'somebody's got 
to take a risk someday'. I also think that 1 
have seen tlieir worst performance, besides 
last Monday night the audience was grotesque 
to say the least. I sincerely hope that Q.T.C. 
leaves musicals to 'their neighbours' and 
concentrates on other forms of the theatre. 
BILL BROWN 
CONSTITUTION CHANGES 
'inat tne woros •ureacn ot Discipline" means 
any breach of this constitution or the regulations 
thereunder" be omitted from section 32 of the 
constitution and that the following words be 
substituted therefore "Breach of Discipline 
m.eans any breach of this constitution or of the 
regulations or by-laws made hereunder". 
That the following definition be inserted 
before the definition of the term 'college' 
in section 4 (a) of the constitution -
" 'bv-law' shall mean a by-law or rule 
maae pursuant to the Regulations of the 
Union." 
Gregory/Martin 
That a new clause 31a be inserted in the 
constitution reading as follows: 
'The Council may enact regulations 
empowering a committee of die Uni on 
to enact by-laws.' 
Gregoiy/Martin ' 
Insert after present clause 13,1(g) the 
words: 
'should he not be already a member of 
Council' 
Insert a new clause 13. 2 
'No person may hold more than one voting 
position on Council' 
That the words "apart from membership of 
the Executive" be deleted from Section 19 
of the Constitutioa 
MAKE YOUR CAREER 
IN THE 
AUSTRALIAN DIPLOMATIC SERVICE 
APPLY NOW 
Brochure and forms available at : -
Careers & Appointments Office, 
or from: 
The Department of External Affairs, 
Canberra. A.C.T. 
E-R 
E-R produced for Young Yeti by 
Paul Richards 
WOULD THE REAL PAUL RICHARDS 
PI£ASEGIVEUP,' 
The follow up to a pitiful adaption 
of "Catch 22*' (1969) and an equally 
bad production "Sponto" (early 1970), 
Paul Richards digs fai« grave even 
deeper with his latest effort E-R. 
Embarrassing enough for the audience, 
one wonders how any self-respecting 
"actors" or "actresses" would condes-
cend to perform in it. 
My guess is that the pathetic justifi-
cation for its ultimate production lay 
in the offbeat concept of a queen 
playing a queen. However funiiy as 
this may be in itself it is a woeful 
excuse for writing and producing juch 
an abortion of a play. 
Paul Richards approach to writing 
plays is incredibly naive and shows a 
total lack of Insight into the problems 
facing our society today. His policy 
appean to be based on the following 
recipe: "Add one dash of working-class 
humour, 3 dashes of music and dancing, 
stir carelessly, and finally add the occ-
asional "social comment - "Subtle" 
social comment which reaches such 
heights as an old time "surfie" sailie, a 
pathetic and unnecessaty apologia for 
the Queen and loosely sprinkled "subtle" 
profundities which fall so flat that upoii 
utterance an uneasy silence Is immed-
iately apparent throughout the theatre. 
"Third time lucky" has not been the 
case with you Paul Surely after 
three consecutive disasters you will 
now contemplate gracious retreat -
if not for your own sake then for 
ours. 
Bachelor of Economics. 
Our Bambina knows all about Economics. 
She's the Jowest priced car in Australia. 
Only $lj268j and that includes a sun roof. 
Yet she has her enemies. 
Petrol companies wish she'd never been born. 
You see she goes 55 miles to the gallon. 
Tyre companies wish she'd retire. 
And service stations wish she'd 
sometimes have a breakdown. 
As for the parking police, they 
hardly ever ask for her address. 
Our Bambina's so easy to take parking. 
In fact we think a Bachelor of BUfniSW 
Economics deserves more recognition, jj^iillfl 
How about a demonstration? 
HAT OF AUSTHALIA n-y. U M I T E U . 
Annand & Thompson Pty. Ltd. (Fiat Division) Breakfast Creek Road, Ncwstcad. Phone: 5-0161 
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the sciences 
THE THIRD IN A SERIES. 
A CRITIQUE OF THE 
^ SQENCES AND SQENCE 
TEACHING 
INTRODUCTION 
I would think that a primary function of 
learning in science (and thus teaching it) 
is that science is an integral part of man's 
civilisations, a part of his processes of 
enquiry and discovery, having developed 
as an attempt to conceptualise the world 
rationally and logically, and that it is 
therefore fundamentally related to and 
involved with man's various needs. If we 
visualise the Sciences in this way they 
cannot be taught other than within a 
framework of intcr-relationships to man's 
societal existence and I would like to 
think that your opinions on the role and 
function of teaching the sciences would 
be determined to a large extent by your 
philosophy of the nature of man, his 
needs and the relationship of science to 
•'' man and his societies. 
More generally I consider that education 
should be concerned with three philo-
sophies - to provide opportunities for real 
growth and remove hampering influences 
to develop the capacities of the individual, 
to help him develop his potentialities, 
understanding of self and achieve identity, 
and thirdly to relate meaningfully to the 
world wc live in, which for us in Au.s-
tralia means a hi[;hly complex, techno-
logical advanced industrial society (4). 
Since the Sciences arc an integral and 
important part of such a .society, being 
potenlial tools for tho real advancement 
of tlicsc societies in human terms, they 
must become a part of our education. 
Before putting forward my alternatives 
to present practice in Science teaching and 
learning at both secondary and tertiary 
level, Iwanttodcscri be the present position 
as I see it. We live in highly technological 
societies where competition of an increas-
ing intensity creates the need for an ever 
.>morc rapid renovation of the industrial 
structure. The now permanent arms race, 
a lunatic pursuit of most nations of the 
world today, is predicated upon a similar 
process of permanent innovation of the 
means of mass destruction. The acute 
competition for international markets de-
mands of capitalist enterprises a high level 
of research at a practical level. The vast 
public and industrial bureaucracies arc ex-
panding in tune, requiring an increasing 
army of tcchicians in production and con-
sumption. In response to this situation, 
unprecedented sums of money are spent 
on scientific and technological research 
(1). The present situation in the Sciences 
and the teaching of them is thus a 
response to this ilcvclopnicnt of the need 
for more highly specialised, narrowly 
.skilled technological manpower. 
"The first stimulus for science cur-
riculum reform arose more out of a concern 
for manpower needs than it did for im-
proving general education in the sciences. 
The emerging scientific - technological -
industrialised society brought great de-
mands for scientific manpower, not only 
in number, but also in quality of training. 
At the same time it was increasingly 
apparent that the economic future of 
'America was closely aligned with an ablity 
to advance knowledge in the sciences and 
to find applications in technological in-
novations (2). 
Another indication of the influence of 
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such developments is the increasingly im-
portant role that the Colleges of Advanced 
Education (or Technical Colleges) are as-
suming at the expense of the Universities. 
Given this change in society, what role 
does the University play in its Science 
disciplines ? The teaching and application 
of scientific disciplines in the University 
is suspended between the so-called aca-
demic freedom, objectivity on one hand 
and the demands of a technological corpor-
ate capitalism on the other. The strength 
of the latter factor becomes clear if we take 
for example the figures that in the U.S. 
in 1961-2, 14,740 million dollars were 
spent on scientific research and develop-
ment, of which some 3,500 million dollars 
was directly supplied by industry (3). The 
cry that scientific activities in the Univer-
sity are objective and disinterested, free to 
define their own problems and concerns is 
in reality rubbish. When private enterprise 
injects money into the universities for 
research it wants results. The universities 
have become production lines of trained 
manpower and purveyors of the products 
of research, which are new techniques and 
usable knowledge. This merger of science 
and industry is the subordination of 
science to external concerns, so that science 
goes ahead in those areas where there is 
profitabilit)' and a return on investment 
rather than in the areas of research into 
the problems of man.Academics who still 
claim the objectivity of the Sciences fail to 
appreciate how much the University 
functions within the framework laid dosyn 
by Capitalist society, which demands of its 
scientists - in - training, a combination of 
responsibility of the employer but would 
more adequately and practically be done 
in this way. It is hard to see why the public 
should not only have to pay the cost of 
pre-selection of employees for big business 
which absorbs most of them, but also sup-
port an education system structured and 
determined by these functions so that it's 
dominating ethic is training for the needs 
of business, rather than the provision of an 
enriching, creative, educative experience. 
I am thus arguing for a fundamental 
change in the direction of science teaching 
towards the socially oriented use of science 
in solving the problems of mankind, not 
toward perpetuating the domination of 
our societies by capitalist enterprise. 
I want to propose some real alternative 
reasons for teaching the Sciences, in con-
trast to the empty rhetoric of many of our 
present educational objectives which arc 
seldom reached in practice and would 
seem to be often httle more than mere lip-
service to the myths of liberalism in our 
societies. 
SOME ALTERNATIVES 
(a) I feel that Science should be taught 
for its own e.vcitement, beauty and 
seem to be a difticult task today where 
scientific observation and experiment 
occur in a vast framework of syste-
matic explanation. Perhaps wc have 
to return to simple experiments such 
as plating spoons with silver, cutting 
up dead cats and dismantling engines 
to demonstrate the scientific spirit 
of man in action. 
narrow specialised, technical skills, social 
conformity and a zest for endless and ruth-
less competition in the rat race. 
At the secondary school level what is 
the role of Science teaching? The majority 
of secondary school students are not going 
to be science graduates or technicians. Wc 
have adopted the notion of secondary 
education for all, but like the British we 
reserve higher education for a "deserving 
elite". As a result only about 7% at best of 
secondary school leavers in the 17-22 age 
group study fuUtime at the tertiary level. 
Hence science teaching as a prc-training 
of technologists is certainly not justified 
for the majority, and the more specialised 
the tuition necessary for those few, the less 
valuable is it for the future of most. Such 
training I contend is not only the real 
(b) Another reason for teaching science I 
would think is to comprehend and 
e.vercise some control over the world 
one lives and works in. The average 
person is in contract with and uses 
ever more scientific appliances, yet 
fcwcrand fewer of us understand them. 
People inevitably become slaves to 
technicians, as purcha.scrs and con-
sumers of technical appliances our 
ignorance is colossal, and we are then 
easily manipulated in our ignorance. 
This situation contributes to feelings 
of powerlessness and alienation in 
work, so characteristic of our present 
production where men no longer feel 
important and productive, or even 
comprehend their work, but inevit-
ably become little more Chan automa-
toms, in meaningless, alien tasks. 
(c) We need to teach science so that 
people can participate in and fully 
appreciate the huge political decisions 
on scientific matters which are pres-
ently taken, such as the development 
of increasingly sophisticated weapons 
of global anihilation, and the control 
of our environment, etc., so that we 
may avoid the very real and critical 
threat of biological or nuclear disaster. 
This idea I feel will be one of the most 
difficult to implement in our present 
societies east and west, where the 
decision-making processes are vested 
in the hands of minority ruling inter-
ests. However, unless we strive for this 
not only does our so-called democracy 
dwindle further, but wc take the huge 
risks of further concentrating funda-
mental decision-making processes that 
affect man's global destiny into the 
hands of elites, with no guarantees to 
suggest their interests are the funda-
mental needs of man, and much evid-
ence to indicate that their interests arc 
the accumulation of power and capital. 
(d) People need to understand the pro-
blems that confront mankind; many of 
these require a scientific understanding 
and judgment. Such problems in-
clude ecological balance, poverty, ur-
banism, mental and physical health, 
automation, cybernetics and ovcr-pop-
ulation.(S) In the next decade we will 
see, and in fact are undergoing at 
present huge social change - in pro-
duction (automation), in knowledge 
and communication (cybernetics) and 
in biology (eugenics). These will be-
come the basis for either a truly human 
societ}' or the most effective subjug-
ation of man yet devised. Itwill depend 
on not only the way in which such 
dcvelopmcntsareuscdbutmore funda -
mentally on the distribution of power 
that utilises them. If such power re-
mains in the hands of few, we have no 
insurance against mass manipulation, 
mass control of people and human 
beings made to order. If such power 
is diversified democratised and con-
trolled by the people of our societies, 
then such developments will represent 
a means of real human advancement 
towards societies of material abun-
dance and freedom. \ 
Some of the huge problems of man 
require that the energies of scientific 
endeavour be utilised in their solution. 
For example food shortage and starvation 
require technology and science to develop 
better food cidtivation techniques and seek ' 
new food sources. These problems and 
the others mentioned above- require not' 
only that our citizens appreciate them but 
that our Sciences are used in their allevi-
ation, from which follows a new tvpc of 
science teaching. Many of tlie problems I 
have raised above, I consider are problems 
that can largely be solved within our 
present scientific and technological capa-
cities - I would argue that their snluticms 
however require fundamentally diflercnt 
societies to those of the present. 
If one examines the present courses in 
the Sciences, vou will see that their objcc- • 
tives usually include an understanding of 
the social as/)ccts of the Science, some-
where at the bottom of the list, rather as 
a concession to the idea of "progressive 
education", but their content usually does 
not match this rhetoric; see for example 
the CHEM study course materials used in 
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Queensland. 
The kind of science teaching that I 
think emerges from what I am proposing 
is not a programmed curriculum ulti-
mately directed to the up-thc-ladder sys-
tem culminating in social privilege and 
Ph.D.'s. It is a much freer education, 
mainly in the field - technology is best 
learnt in a workshop and the problems of 
ecology and urbanism are best understood 
by observing them in action. 
Implicit in my whole argument is my 
belief that the primary function of Science 
and therefore indirectly of science teach-
ing, is in the definition and application to 
the fulfilment of man's material and 
psychological needs; by these criteria the 
present state of science and science teach-
ing, if it is to be judged by its end results 
is most certainly mt accomplishing such 
objectives. 
In conclusion, I want to consider one 
of the "objectives" of present science 
teaching - that is to give an understanding 
of the philosophy of science and its meth-
ods. Some of these concepts include free-
dom of thoiight, objectivity, quest for 
triith and prejudice-free decision-making. 
Science depends for its advancement upon 
an essentially anarchic state qf mind in the 
investigator, objectivitj' and a disinterested 
analysis of revelant data. The ideas of the 
scientist are determined by his observation 
and inference, not by what isociety con-
siders is prudent for the good citizen to 
believe. 
The scientific frame of mind, broadly 
speaking, is that which facilitates dis-
covery, not that which causes a man to 
have an unvavering, illogical belief in the 
status quo. Scientific endeavour also 
reqiiires the search for truth in an undog-
matic fashion, not the present situation 
where all the governments of the world 
adopt elaborate methods of concealing 
truths which they consider undesirable or 
in conflict with their interests, and inflict 
penalities upon those who spread any other 
type of knovvledge.(6) 
Perhaps it is just as well that the Sciences 
as they are presently taught remain 
abstract and unrelated to the nature and 
practice of our societies. Should the philo-
sophy of science with its values of non-
dogma, objectivity, truth etc., be applied 
to the present human condition our Science 
students would represent a revolution in 
attitudes, values and structures and would 
be considered as subversives or paid 
agitators threatening the "Free World!" 
BARRY CRIPPS 
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LITERARY CRITICISM: 
THE DOOMED DISCIPLINE 
by Graham Rowlands 
Discontent among students of English 
Literature at Queensland University should 
ba seen against a bacltground of secondary 
schoof training where, so far, there is no 
study of sociology, mass media, government, 
psychology, history of ideas or comparative 
religion, although a course incorporating 
some of these is In the planning stage. It is 
a fair assumption that many students who 
study English Literature at university do so 
because secondary English (a compulsory 
subject) has introduced them to ideas 
about human experience and thought in a 
variety of areas. They continue to study 
the subject at university because they are 
familiar with at least some aspects of it. 
Some of their disillusion is caused by the 
fact that they are required to comment 
on onomatopoeia and heroic couplets — 
subjects Vin which they are not interested. 
Some students later find that, because of 
their secondary school courses, they have 
not chosen other subjects in arts that they 
wish to interrelate with literature — say, 
sociology and history. 
Most are prepared to learn "what to do 
to pass" in the same way that gave them 
a Senior pass. The few who question why 
they have to study literature in a way they 
believe to be trivial are fold either this is 
what you do in English Literature or that 
it is a complex methodological problem that 
can be studied in Literary Theory and 
Criticism (an English Department course) 
and that they will be better off reading the 
set books than worrying about theoretical 
problems. Of course, tutors and lecturers 
welcome disagreement on interpretation of 
a particular work. However, it is safe to say 
that in most cases tutors and lecturers are 
very reluctant to explain their own method-
ology or combination of approaches. The 
question as to why one ^ould study litera-
ture at all is apparently structured out of 
discussion by the fact that there are litera-
ture departments and that the student 
asking the question is in these departments. 
The argument runs something like this: 
Well, if the student has opted for litera-
ture he must have his own reasons of a 
personal nature and that each student's 
reasons will be different. This begs the 
question of not whether the student likes 
literature but of whether he thinks literary 
criticism is worth doing — after all the 
only thing he DOES in the department. 
Because first year students in almost every 
case lack the intellectual know-how to pur-
sue the issue further, nothing more is said 
until students have nearly completed three 
years of literature study. 
Because I believe students may find it 
valuable to consider methodological prob-
lems early in their course, I should like to 
present my appraisal of the various ap-
proaches available. I DO have a preference 
but I will not accept the charge of bias 
unless it can be proved that my arguments 
are illogical. A knowledge of the approach 
of a particular lecturer may influence a 
student for or against that course. In my 
opinion the methodology is at least as im-
portant as the books on the course and 
probably has been the reason for their 
selection anyway. 
Explicatory Criticiim 
While there may be a doubt as to the 
use of the word "criticism", surely the first 
step in reading is to try to discover what 
a work means. Such a method will be inter-
pretative seen in comparison with other, 
differing explications. So far as I know 
there can be no rational objection to this 
approach, at least as a start. 
Aesthetic Criticism 
There are some subtle forms of this ap-
approach, 
(a) The first is that it is impossible to 
understand the meaning of a work without 
considering Its form, the latter being HOW 
one manages to understand the meaning 
of the work e.g. It Is argued that It is 
impossible to understand Hardy's THE CON-
VERGENCE OF THE T W A I N without under-
standing the relationship between the ship 
and the iceberg. 
Technically, this is not disputable; 
whether one wants to write about it, how-
ever, is highly disputable. If it is true that 
the form is HOW one comes to understand 
the meaning of a work, then it is a means 
to an end: the end being explicatory critic-
Ism. The Iceberg and the ship are a means 
Hardy uses to convey his philosophy. This 
means that, in agreeing with the In-
extricably linked form — content notion, 
a student CHOOSES to write about Hardy's 
philosophy as the meaning of the poem 
because, in all honesty, that is what the 
poem means to him. 
Now the objection to this point is that 
the student will reduce all literature to 
moral maxims capable of isolation on a 
date pad. It is argued that if the aesthetic 
aspect of a work is not considered that the 
meaning of KING LEAR will become: there 
are none so blind as those who will not 
see, This objection, however, is just a 
caricature, The meaning of the play is far 
more complex. It deals with the nature of 
man, man's relation to God, to the uni-
verse and whether there is any justice or 
order in the world. (Notice, I have not 
given the meaning of the play on which 
there is great and legitimate debate, I have 
simply given the areas in which that com-
plex meaning will be found.) 
The view that a lack of aesthetic con-
sideration debases the study of literature to 
the search for platitudes is the product of 
viewing the relationship of form to content 
as a bottle containing milk, the form being 
the bottle; the milk, the content. It is as 
if the critic takes some piece of wisdom 
or insight, looks for the various places 
where it occurs, notices different forms and 
concludes that since the SAME thing can 
be said in different forms, that the form is 
the central concern. This is specious reason-
ing, however, because the point Is never 
the same, tt cannot be isolated. Form, far 
from being a bottle for content, is the 
atomic structure of the content, as Ernst 
Fischer has demonstrated. This applies even 
to rigidly disciplined forms such as the 
sonnet or heroic couplet. 
The danger with technical aesthetic 
criticism (its internal organization) is that 
it can be done with great technical exper-
tise on any literature, irrespective of what 
one may think if the content or meaning 
the work may contain. Many students are 
unhappy about being asked to do this. It is 
not so much that other things in literature 
are more important; but other things in 
life. 
Moreover, if a critic wants to relate the 
technical side of a work to something like 
its theme or moral purpose, it often takes 
a very fine critic indeed to mount an argu-
ment that is not tautological, i.e. saying the 
work had fo be written that way just be-
cause one finds it written that way. How-
ever, this is but a difficulty; it is not in-
surmountable. 
On told that some sixteenth century 
poem has a faulty rhythm I must admit to 
the reaction of "Big deal". It is quite dif-
ferent for critics of living writers and editors 
who can influence and, one hopes, improve 
a writer. At least the latter activity serves 
some purpose, I am aware that it can be 
objected that things need not have a pur-
pose. It has been my experience, however, 
that most students of literature like to feel 
what they are ASKED to do has some pur-
pose, even if this does not particularly 
bother the lecturers or tutors ASKING them 
to do it, at least academically anyway. 
(b) The second form of aesthetic criticism 
1 have encountered is one that I am fre-
quently told I do not comprehend. If so, I 
should like to try to articulate by lack of 
comprehension and bewilderment. 
Some people argue that real aesthetic 
criticism is not dissecting the scene struc-
ture of plays to note the pleasing patterns 
of intersecting or tangential lines but it is 
a matter of particular scene. Image etc. ex-
pressing mankind or the harmony of the 
cosmos or something equally vague. In-
terest in a character in a novel becomes 
converted to: This Is man. 
The objection that it Is vague, however, 
Is unimportant compared with the strong 
possibility it is simply wrong. Given even 
elementary evidence in anthropology and 
sociology that value systems and world views 
vary from race to race let alone from time 
to time the notion of unlverallty is nothing 
but a myth. It is true, of course, that, 
within a western tradition, there are some 
continuities. But there are also some major 
differences. The play EVERYMAN is a pro-
duct of both feudalism and medieval 
Roman Catholicism. No argument in the 
world can makn Everyman resemble an 
agnostic living in a pseudo-democracy. What 
makes the play interesting Is not how simi-
lar It is to us; rather, how different It is 
from our whole social milieu. 
Another objection to this kind of 
aesthetic approach is that It venerates only 
art (poems, novels, plays) to the exclusion 
of other forms of literature. The essay Is 
not art; it is literature. Being metaphorical 
to some extent, art Is not a man speaking 
fo men directly. It is more oblique. The ad-
vantage is that art is supposed to be time-
less while the essay Is supposed to be 
linked fo Its time, and almost invariably 
is. While conceding that, so far anyway, 
Shakespeare is timeless for a WESTERN 
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audience 1 believe that there are many 
other works of art that arc not. Any litera-
ture course I have seen contains a large 
percentage of this latter category. EVERY-
MAtvl is one of millions. 
If the case of Shakespeare seems advan-
tageous to the aesthetic elevation of art, in 
some of his plays at least there are also 
possibly disadvantages. With all art we sus-
pend disbelief as Coleridge phrased it, 
meaning that we know that a play is not 
life itself. This does not mean that we 
cannot be concerned about the human real-
ity imaged on the stage. It is possible, how-
ever, that certain kinds of plays do not •• 
assist the audience to relate the work to 
life — that the metaphor of art is too. 
mefaphoric. Here the characters live in an 
autonomous artistic world bearing little re-
lation to the real world. T IMON OF 
ATHENS and Shakespeare's last plays seem 
examples of this. Also, the plays of Yeats. 
This point is based on the assumption that 
the more the play relates to life directly, 
the more the audience will relate it to life. 
(This is not, of course, a plea for realism 
as a dramatic method. Given its unreal set-
ting, KING LEAK relates directly to life in 
ways that A WINTER'S TALE does not). 
Brecht thought the exact opposite to this 
point 1 have tried to make: the more the 
audience realized that the actors were only 
actors, he believed, the easier it would be 
for them to think of real life people. I sym-
pathize with Brechf's theory but believe he 
failed to achieve it in his plays. 
Another effect of aesthetic distancing on 
the part of the writer leads the aesthetic 
reader fo respond fo "human suffering", 
"the pain of life" or such nebulous concepts 
when it seems to me more beneficial In 
terms of enlargement of compassion and 
knowledge to be aware of the specific kinds .^ 
of human, suffering. Any one who felt sorry ^ 
for oppressed humanity in general In Frank 
Norris' THE OCTOPUS or Steinbeck's THE 
GRAPES OF WRATH, in my view, would 
fail to see that the works deal with a 
specific kind of suffering produced by lais-
sez-faire economics. Moreover with works 
of art less historically periodized, it is as 
if there were something reprehensible in . 
thinking about the war in Vietnam when 
one reads Shakespeare's history plays or 
about the Victorian Abortion Inqufry-on 
seeing THE DUCHESS OF MALFI. 
Evaluative Criticism 
As Eileen Haley pointed out this involves 
men making judgments of other men. It is 
little better than a pretentious form of 
gossip-mongerlng and, provided it does not 
become someone's profession or someone's 
exam answer, is as acceptable as Refec 
conversation about what he said fo her and 
she said to him and what someone else 
thought ot it all. I have intentionally painted 
it blackly here because it is so often the 
form of criticism one wants to do. One may 
want to say of the illustrious author of 
THE SHOEMAKER'S HOLIDAY that the 
man was a sentimental twit. Most evaluative 
criticism is far more subtle than that be-
cause it poses as some form of objectivity. ^ ' 
No matter how non-idiosyncratic one may 
believe one is, all evaluative criticism, by 
definition, is subjective. 
It would not be so bad if the evaluators 
made clear their premises but any reading 
of Arnold, T. S. Eliot or Leavis — sup-
posedly major English critics — will reveal 
how they fail to do so. in lectures this 
often takes the form of saying that such 
and such has failed to see such and such 
— as if fhere was some common body of 
truth about the world. 
The most important aspect of this critic-
ism, however, is that it determines most of 
the books set on courses, whether Virginia 
Woolf or Walter Scott or not. One critic 
may argue that a certain work is insignifi-
cant and another may reply that the first 
has no right to impose his values on the 
reading list and that, the work is part of 
our heritage or culture or literature. The 
point to be noted here is that the second 
lecturer uses a specious form of objectivity 
to hide the fact that he subjectively evalu-
ates the book to be worth studying while 
the former evaluates the book to oe not 
worth the effort, The metaphysical poets, 
for example, were neglected for 200 years. 
Sociohistoric Criticism 
One way of deciding on course lists is 
on a semi-hlstorlc basis (including evalua-
tion) on whether the work was important 
in its age. Given that most course lists are 
chronological, this method can not be Ig-
nored. But It should be emphasized that 
most of the most popular books of any 
period fail to make the grade by evaluative 
criteria. Anglo-Saxon and medieval litera-
ture is possibly an exception here because 
of thought control from Rome, 
The most common student disagreement 
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with this n^thod is that the books are 
not relevant to their lives. This is subjec-
tive and evaluative and sometimes made 
without even reading the works. I used to 
argue this position but my premise was 
that the work should be. In some way, like 
myself. 
I now consider this to be the greatest 
mistake made by undergraduates in literary 
study. A thing should not have to be Im-
mediately relevant for one to find it valu-
able. A study of the Inca civilization will 
not tell us how to disengage from Laos but 
it will give a fresh perspective fo bur values, 
will challenge our culture-bound attitudes, 
Ihe most comnwn of which is that material 
superiority equals real superiority. 
Sociohistoric criticism's basic method is 
relating the works to their age; it is not 
' saying that they are "determined" by their 
age. It is a platitude that the further back 
in time one reads the less one will under-
stand literature without understanding the 
values of the age, its socio-political struc-
tures, philosophies etc. This views literature 
as a form of human history and reveals 
when a work actually becomes a form of 
social action in history by studying Its 
effects on society as well as the causes 
for its being written at a particular time. 
It is true, of course, that the literature of 
an age is not its history, as Eileen Haley 
says, but if Is quite illogical of her to say 
that one does not read the literature to find 
out the history. One reads it to find out 
part of the history. And one reads history 
to find out more about the literature. A 
" great deal of literature is intimately con-
nected with its age — Victorian literature 
in particular. 
In sociohistoric criticism there are no 
value judgments — after the initial one to 
do it. Ian Fleming is as significant as John 
Updike. One' may prefer to work in the 
area of what one subjectively evaluates as 
"major works" but there is no logical reason 
why any book, magazine, newspaper or even 
advertisement can not be studied by this 
method. And this includes books ranging 
from physics fo genetics. I am yet to hear 
a coherent argument why Konrad Lorenz's 
ON AGGRESSION cannot be studied In 
English Literature when Sartre, a French-
pol. SCL 
Mr. O'Neill was quite right when in tho 
last number of Semper, he labelled David 
Easton's 1969 American Political Science As-
sociation presidential address as a milestone, 
if Easton's concession that there is much 
in what academic groups like the Caucus for 
a New Political Science have been saying 
means that some of the personal bitterness 
prevailing in the Association will be damped 
down, that alone would make his address 
worthwhile. 
It docs seem that the American Associa-
tion has painted itself into a corner, alienat-
ing many of the old guard without 
recognising the new emergent forces. Its 
Review has become overly specialised within 
one area; certainly I find much of the last 
few volumes pretty heavy going and yet I 
start by being sympathetic to what most of 
the authors arc trying to achieve. 
Further there has been an interlocking 
of American academic expertise and govern-
mental policies in the United States to an 
s. extent that is unique in the English-speaking 
world. As many American governments have 
been right-wing, or sought to expand 
American influence in the affairs of other 
countries, academics have got their hands 
dirty in causes many dislike. 
Having said that, I am not at all certain 
about tho validity of applying Easton's re-
marks in blanket fashion to the Australian 
scene. Mr. O'Neill u id : "The social Klences, 
as studied In Australian universities> are in 
the grip of supposedly value-freet morally 
neutral, objective descriptive and (es-
pecially) behavioural methodology. Foremost 
among the disciplines that have this pre-
tension is politicsf Kience." I doubt that any 
Australian social science could be said to be 
"in the grip of behavioural methodology", 
or indeed that the majority of practitioners 
of any of them would have even a nodding 
acquaintance with the techniques of be-
haviouralism. If I had to haxard a guess, it 
would be that there are already more people 
with jobs in Australian political science de-
partments who are enrage than are numer-
ate. This would have to be a guou for tha 
Australian enrages have so far produced 
very little substantial writing comparable to 
Ihe works of say a Lynd in the United States. 
Playford's monograph on Neo-capltalism in 
Australia (which is really a blown-up atticle) 
is the only thing that comes to mind. Most 
have confined themselves to billets-Roux 
or to making contributions to an oral 
tradition which will have to be recaptured 
evenfuaify by tapo-recorder and anthropolo-
gist. 
^ Nor is there in Australia anything like the 
closo correspondence between methodo-
logical b«haviouralism and political conser-
vatiim that has been diagnosed for the 
U.S,A. Cartalnly In one Australian university 
Ihe argument for an Australian presence in 
Vietnam hai come ffom the "traditionalist" 
politkal schntists loaded down with valiiei 
for which they claim to be ready to fight, 
and the criticism of that presence has come 
from the political sociologists. Indeed I 
wonder whether Australia is yet ripe for the 
post-behavioural revolution when it has yet 
to achieve any significant extent the be-
havioural revolution. Mr. O'Neill should not 
insist on having his October/November be-
fore I have had my February/March. 
There are undoubtedly many pitfalls in 
the path of Australian political science, and 
undoubtedly many of us have fallen into 
various of them at different times. Thus my 
own Readings was criticised for failing to 
contain any articles on political behaviour 
which shows just how cunning the be-
haviouralist conspiracy can be. There are 
also dangers for the practitioner of New 
Left critique, one of which is being too 
quick to take the latest stuff off the boat 
and do the old Procrustes on the national 
situation. The world is littered with the eon-
structo of the vulgar Marxists of a few 
years ago who sought to fun their own 
national history through the imported ideo-
logical mill, and got much of it wrong, it 
would be a pity if there were to develop 
similar insensitivtties to reality on the part 
of the New Leftists. 
Much more important than belabouring 
Australian political scientists for behaviour; 
aliit exeenes which most of them have 
never committed nor aspired to commit, I 
would say< could be asking are the times 
such that all mtfst turn to engagement? Not 
merely reading and thinking about the issues 
of the momentf but writing about them in 
such a style and in such places as are 
likely fo lead to action being taken by 
someone else, or by taking action oneself. 
This is the sort of concern Steven Muller 
had in his article, "The Limits of Scholarly 
Activism", in the American Political Science 
Association P.S. NewsleHer published at the 
same time a^ Easton's address, and which 
Christian Bay has to a degree in his Dissent-
ing Academy piece Mr. O'Neill noted. 
Bay declares his position to be "that the 
proper purpose of politics is identical with 
the proper purpose of medicine: to post-
pone death and to reduce suffering". He 
goes on to instance working for abolition 
of capital punishment, development of the 
best possible medical car« system, abolition 
of slums, poverty and bad schools, as the 
sort of cause with which political scientists 
should be involved. I quite agree. 
There are two points at which, 1 think, 
I part company with Mr. O'Neill. One tt on 
whether the present "system" is already so 
far gone that it can never be brought to 
achieve, or even to pursue sincerely, such 
meritorious objectives. If the answer is that 
it cannot, then some form of revolutionary 
logic follows. But if the answer Is that there 
may yet be a chance of achieving such ob-
iectives within the,existing order, thon 
suroly the wish to postpone death and re-
man, Hobbcs, a philosopher, Emerson, an 
essayist, Thomas Paine, a journalist, Thomas 
Jefferson, a politician and Newman, a theo-
logian of sorts — all of these men whose 
body of writing is not poetry, novel or play 
— arQ NOW in literature courses. 
• There are two limitations to S4)cio-
historic criticism. One is that it treats drama 
as the written word only, i do not imagine 
that performed drama has ever been, nor 
would I want it to be, a lecture on the 
relation between restoration comedy and 
social and political values. The prospect of 
an audience arriving with their Seventeenth 
Century backgrounds would be hilarious. I 
see no reason, however, why this applies 
to the written word. There Is every reason 
why old drama should be reinterpreted for 
its audience and every reason why ft should 
not be for its reader. If the reader treats 
the play as a form of history, the difficulty 
of frying to place oneself in the position of 
a Restoration playgoer is overcome. The his-
torian of Nazism does not try to become a 
Nazi. 
The other objection is that some artists 
transcend their age. Some do but not many. 
Shakespeare does; Milton does not. For 
most works, however, 1 believe-socio-historic 
criticism essential to even understand the 
works. 
One aspect of aesthetic criticism can be 
studied historically: the genres of literature 
as they change through time. Relationships 
can be found between allegory and the 
medieval mind, expressionism and modern 
psychology. This is one way of making 
trivial technical detail part of serious in-
tellectual life. 
Students not wanting to study literature 
in a certain way should be entitled to study 
it in the way they wish. It goes without 
saying that students should extend the same 
right or courtesy to tutor or lecturer. The 
ideal department would be one where lec-
turers vary in approach sufficiently to allow 
students to explore alt.ayenues of criticism 
if they vrant to and where, if they do not 
want to, they are not forced to. A student's 
results could well depend on how close his 
methodology is to his tutor's. 
Those students who opt, as I have, for 
the soclo-historic approach place their 
allegiance to intellectual values rather than 
specifically literary values in the belief that 
they will be less fragmented In overall 
socio-political-moral outlook than literary 
specialists, whose lectures, if not lives, do 
not confront broad human issues in a com-
prehensive way. Those students will be fold, 
I am sure at least once, that thev should 
not be in literary studies: This suggestion 
should not greatly perturb them because 
whether exclusively literary specialists real-
}2e it or not, departments of literature in 
Australia will either have to Incorporate 
more history and sociology or be replaced 
by schools of interdisciplinary studies, of 
problem-centred courses such as at Mac-
quarie and Flinders as well as many.over-
seas universities. When cinema and mass 
media studies including newspapers, maga-
zines, radio and television have been intro-
duced in all states for secondary and ter-
tiary studies as they have been In Tas-
mania, literary study may have to be just 
a part of a massive area of study known 
by sonw such name as Social and Human 
Communication. At such a time it will be 
more difficult to dismiss people like me 
as impractical idealists nostalgically longing 
for the return of Renaissance man. 
If the humanities were more tangible 
we would see more clearly that two thirds 
of the articles written rn academic journals 
are the fragmented attempts of academics 
forced info trivia by the promotion rat 
race, that they are. In fact, the intellectual 
equivalent of pollution of natural environ-
ment. We KNOW now the effects of over-
specialization in engineering, manufactur-
ing, road-plannin&. We can see oil sticks.. 
Affairs of the mi-' j take a little longer. 
a reply 
duce suffering must argue against resort to 
the revolutionary alternative? 
Unless, of course, it can be shown that 
a revolutionary alternative can be achieved 
without ca.using death and suffering which 
on the historical record seems most unlikely. 
Or unless one's position is so shaped by 
syndicalist antecedents that a myth of vio-
lence and direct action has to be built in 
to any critique. Or unless, if Feuer's theory 
of generational conflict be sound, student 
movements because ot their acceptance of 
guilt for their times are prone to "a morbid 
self-destructive masochism", and thus the 
resort to violence is inevitable. 
The other is on the separation of know-
ledge and action and of means and ends 
in political life. Christian Bay says: "Every 
political philosophy which is concerned with 
humane ideals and their implications in 
logically rigorous ways is subversive of every 
existing order; for it is in the nature of 
political philosophy, as distinguished from 
merely jinguistic or logical analysis, to con-
trast existing realities with more ideal alter-
natives." But, he goes on, to avoid persecu-
tion for being subversive and as part of the 
process of being professionalised and taking 
on public educational employment, social 
scientists are likely to adjust their basic 
philosophical assumptions to the postulates 
of the established order, and this adjustment 
can become so institutionalised that recruits 
are unaware of the process. 
This is indeed a danger, but tiiere is an-
other aspect of the problem that Bay does 
not mention. It is necessary to have a real-
istic perspective on the size of the gap be-
tween ideal and real in each concrete situa-
tion, and to select action appropriate to 
the nature and size of the gap. I myself 
think, though I accept that many political 
philosophers would not agree, that a dis-
tinction can be drawn between a regime 
and its social output. That one can have 
a fundamentally good political system which 
for a variety of reasons, historical or environ-
mental, can produce fundamentally bad 
consequences e.g. racialism. Bur if one's 
goal is to end racialism, then one has to 
examine the alternative methods, only one 
of which will be to destroy the order, or 
system. In Australia the gap is not of the 
same nature and size as in South Africa, 
and calls for different methods. 
I suspect that the distrust of New Left 
writers for the distinction between means 
and ends discloses their reliance on un-
reason. Tbe uneasy tyntheiis of Marx and 
Freud produced by a Marcuse, or the quite 
nutty one produced by a Reich, is a wed-
ding of enlightenment and romanticism that 
cannot last because the postulates are so 
incompatible. When the chips are down, I 
confidently predict that it will b« the ro-
mantic strain which will triumph in the 
New Left critique and this goes even for 
those older prictllioners who are belated 
refugees from Stalinist Marxism. 
Mr. O'Neill kindly solicited my views on 
the implications of Easton's views for the 
discipline and the profession. I'm afraid that 
my views will be of the old-fashioned sort 
that in a hurrah word can be characterised 
as tolerant or in a boo word as rslativistic. 
I would leave every man to determine what 
he wishes to research and what he wishes 
to advocate to the world. I seek to so 
arrange the teaching of political science at 
this university that the widest possible range 
of approaches to the discipline is made 
known to students in the belief that they 
bring enough intelligence and maturity with 
them to be able to selert for themselves. 
At the same time there is an age gap, an 
information gap, and for many students 
alas an authority gap which they expect to 
exist, between staff and students such that 
staff have to resist consciously and at all 
times the inherent power of their position 
to indoctrinate, to seek to impose values by 
presenting only one side of any argument. 
Of by appearing to tilt the scales. 
This sort of position is unpopular with 
both right and left. There are those, for 
example, who from outside the department 
suggest that Nietzsche should be made the 
departmental guru and association with 
nasty subjects like anthropology with their 
concern with what is dismissed as the "sub-
human" should be avoided. I have a pretty 
clear idea where that sort of stuff leads: 
down a long poplar-lined avenue to the 
ovens. 
A deliberate attempt Is made in a num-
ber of our courses to show the relationship 
between political theories as operative ideals 
and the institutions of particular countries. 
We are developing as rapidly as staHing 
permits courses which are concerned witii 
political philosophy as such. Mr. O'Neill did 
not raise the question of "relevance", but 
I think the record is reasonable there also. 
If 1 had to encapsulate Ihe position in an 
aphorism, the reader is welcome to choose 
between: "Let a hundred flowers bloom, let 
a hundred schools contend" and " I beseech 
you, in the bowels of Christ, think it pos-
sible you may be mistaken".' 
Colin Hughes 
Tuesday, 2hf April, 1970 
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VIETNAM MORATORIUM 
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THE THURSDAY APRIL 16 MORATORIUM 
FORUM 
A vote of approximately 800 for, and 
about 30 against, on the four motions of 
a) Supporting the aims of the 
Moratorium 
b) Discussing Vietnam in lecnires 
on Wednesday, May 6 instead 
of normal studies 
c) Striidng in order to hold teach-
ins on May 7, and 
d) Marching on Friday May 8 from 
the University to town to demon-
strate support of the Moratorium. 
The question seems - why? 
One could hardly assume from the 
meeting that the audience had been 
swayed oy the glittering words of 
Messrs. Wilkinson, FranJten or Var-
rfiese or anyone who spoke out against 
me war or against conscriptloa What 
thev, and later speakers like Dan O'Neill, 
had to say only seemed to reinforce 
previously held convictions on the Morat-
orium issues. After all Vietnam' has been 
around on campus, and in the press and 
television for at least 4 years now. Those 
who spoke on the issue obviously could 
not have been the only ones who had been 
reading die press reports or examining the 
matter through television programmes and 
books. 
What the meeting showed, and what, 
until recently, the Student Union had set 
its face acainst acknowledging all along, 
was that there was a very considerable 
feeling among university students that 
more suffering would be caused in Vietnam 
•by a United States and allied pull-out 
than if they stayed there, and that Uiey 
regarded conscription and the regimentat-
ion of army life as an unjustifiable inter-
ference with an individuals civil liberties -
the days are over when men are going to 
be prepared to act as machines. 
The other thing the meeting brought 
out was the anomolous position of the 
unioa Most of the members of the 
Union Council (of a Conservative-
Liberal Party - bent) had convinced tiiem-
selves that the rest of the world, and in 
particular the students at St, Lucia, 
thought like thev did. What had happened 
- as Indeed Karl Marx noted very well -
was that the bourgeoisie had ccine (o 
assume that what they imagined was for 
their good was automatically for the good 
nn 
of everybody else. When they began to 
find out that this was not so there were 
frantic attempts at compromise - along 
classic class war lines where the bourg-
eoisie attempts to keep control from ttie 
people. The people in this case refused 
to be duped. The Union began to talk 
of peace but with self determination for 
South Vietnam - however the people knew 
that the South Vietnamese had already 
chosen the NLF by the very fact tha: ftey 
hated Ky and Thieu (there was no other 
alternative - Ky and Thieu had smashed 
the Buddhist political organization in 
1966). Other Union arguments showed up 
as weakly, under examination, as the 
previous one. Thursday's landslide vote 
shows that government censorship can 
fool the people some of the time but. 
VjlTNAM 
MORATORIUM 
MAYS 910 
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The Union has remained silent for too long 
regarding criticism of its structure, its relevance 
and, indeed, its place in the total scheme of 
things. , , 
What docs this silence mean? Possibly the 
three mbst obvious deductions are: 
1. The Executive and Councillors are too lazy 
and introverted to answef the allegations; 
2. They are too arrogant to answer them; 
3. The allegations are true and they're too 
scared to answer them. 
My initial reaction to this type of comment 
is based on a personal evaluation of my role 
and that of the Union Council, namely that 
<,„ we exist to serve our members in as many areas 
as possible, and that it is not a greater part of 
our role to spend my time and your money 
justifying our existence. Nevertheless, the Union 
is being severely criticised from some quarters, 
and I personally find it intolerable that this 
criticism remain unanswered. What follows is 
not a detailed critique of "The Union", though 
this is a fairly nebulous term anyway, but is 
rather a brief expose of the services and 
functioning of the Union. This will provide 
background information. Then we can begin 
an informed appraisal. 
What the Union docs: University-wise. 
Genesis: An interdisciplinary educational pro-
gramme which has achieved more formal pro-
cedures for General Studies Courses. 
Tertiary Education Research Ceritre: Part of 
a Union submission to the Senate Committee 
on Improvements, and approved in principle 
by the Senate. Result: Hopefully, a more 
4.. pr()fessional approach to Icctui'er training and 
evsfluation, use of audio-visual aids, etc. 
General Studies Courses; Not a new idea, but 
a. difficult one to implemiint. This is one 
concrete benefit of the Genesis scheme, and 
the proposals are being thought through by a 
working group of students, staff and members 
of the Proffcsorial Board. 
Faculty Board Representation: The various 
undergraduate and postgraduate student groups 
havc> or soon will have, participation by rep- . 
resentation on approximately 10 of the 13 
faculty boards of the University. While this 
type of participation may not be the optimum 
situation, it nevertheless represents a big change 
in attitude for many members of the University 
community. 
The Union Provides: Scrvitcs-wisc. 
Clubs & Societies: Grants totalling $8,500 to 
approximately 90 Clubs & Societies on the 
Campus (even to our most active critics). 
Services include: 
V 
Copying 
Typing 
Room Hire 
Student catering 
Amenities & Activities: Bourgeois activities 
such as Orientation, Commem., Union Nights, 
guest speakers, travel advice, part-time employ-
ment service, recreation areas (Billiards & Music 
Rooms). 
Catering Services: Catering lo Clubs and ind-
ividual functions; General Refectory (run at a 
loss) for day-to-day services and food at reason-
able prices. 
Expansion: The new Union Theatre, providing 
some impetus to cultural activities on the 
Campus, and the base on which this will 
grow. The Commercial Centre: A complex of 
eight shops and the Commonwealth Bank, 
providing on-campus facilities equal to those in 
any Australian University. Total cost of these 
extensions, including Refectory extensions: 
$800,000.00. 
The Union is: Structure-wise. 
Theoretically, all our members; organis-
ationally, the members of Council and comm-
^tttccs; practically, a handful or people. 
This sort of working structure is well and 
fine for the welfare side of things, though some 
aspects have to wait due to workload and 
lack of time. Major problems arise when wc 
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load the social and moral aspects of the 
Union's pfescnt, role onto thdse people. This,. 
'nil niy dpiifiidn;' is where the system begins to 
strain.'! do. not v»ish to argue that the present 
electcd-'^structtire "of the Union Council is the 
best possible system that can be achieved: 
what I. am putting forward is the viey/ .that the 
theory "which gives rise to our representative 
structure, a theory which demands that the 
representatives maintain close and constant 
contact with their electorate is superior to the 
gap which' has developed in practice. The gap 
can be attributed to any number of possible 
causes^ not least among which are firstly 
that people find it increasingly difficult to 
work for'little or no return, cither in terms 
of satisfaction or material gain; and secondly 
that there are barely enough keen people to 
keep the wheels turning. 
Many people regard the Union as the 
Council, or the Executive, or, worse still, as 
a building complex. Although this is far from 
the truth, in as much as the Union is all its 
members and is only as good as its members 
wish it to be, it is worthwhile to have a close 
look at the Union Council. This information 
is dry, but it is necessary in order to gain some 
understanding of the situation. 
The Executive consists of nine members: 
President (John Chapman) 
Hon. Secretary (David Drake) 
Hon. Treasurer (Norm Walker) 
General Vice-President (Peter Clarke) 
- NUAUS Secretary (Bob Wensley) 
St. Lucia Vice-President (David Russell) 
Part:time Vice-President (Roger Biyce) 
Herston Vice-President (Ian Dickinson) 
Turb'oi St. Vice-President (Col Rendcll) 
The Executive is responsible to Council for the 
running of the Union between Council meet-
ings, and for the enactment of many of the 
Council decisions. The Chief Executive Officer 
of the Union- is the President (me) who is 
broadly responsible for the 'day-to-day running 
of the Union', is a full time officer, and is 
paid $40.00 a week (or 40^ an hour). 
The Union Council consists of approximately 
40 representatives apart from the Executive. 
With the exception of people such as the 
Staff Association Representative, Student 
. Senator, etc., these representatives are elected 
by the undergraduate members of each faculty 
at the Annual Union Elections. 
The Union employs a full time Manager (Mr. 
Murray Armstrong), together with accounts 
personnel, main office staff and Refectory 
personnel. / 
The Union's revenue is drawn primarily from 
members' fees and should be approximately 
$195,000.00 for 1970. Of this amount, about 
$90,000.00 goes straight to reserve funds to 
provide for our present and future building 
programmes, and to various area accounts such 
as Herston, Turbot St. and Part-Time Students. 
The remaining $111,000 forms the Revenue 
Budget from which we pay our salaries, and 
give finance towards Semper Floreat, Clubs 
and Societies, Education campaigns, Union 
Nights, etc., etc. 
This brief article has not dealt with the 
myriad minor tasks which form an integral 
part of our role. Complaints on parking, re-
quests for legal aid, enquiries on Common-
wealth Scholarships and similar assorted prob-
lems which affect our members are all dealt 
with in sbme way by your representatives. The 
article has made no attempt to consider in 
depth the representative structure of the Union, 
the general criticism levelled against it, or its 
priorities, ^  but there again, there's more to 
follow. 
John M, Chapman 
President 
G8/XIB5F§! 
Watdi for it! I?P«IL 17 ro 
In the- recent craphousc edition of Semper 
(Vol. 40, No. 4), therie appeared an article 
entidcd "Apathy and tKc tlnion'.'. It >vas 
perhaps appropriate that this article should 
have appeared in the craphousc edition, for 
it certaitdy contained a considerable quantity 
of ill-iniormed crap. 
The most obvious mis-statement of fact 
occurs where the authors state that the Union 
"recognises the legitimacy of the statutes and 
regulations of the Senate whereby it is con-
stituted." {My emphasis) For people supposedly 
writing an informed critique of the Union, 
the emphasised statement above shows a quite 
appaling lack of knowledge about the Union. 
The fact is that the Union is not now, and 
never has been, officially acknowledged in 
die University Statutes and Regulations. Such 
recognition as the University Administration 
extends to the Union is de facto rather than 
de jure. 
Some years ago, the Union wished to become 
an incorporated body, and negotiations were 
entered into with the University Administration 
to achieve this. The Administration demanded 
that it be given the power to veto Union 
financial decisions. This demand was rejected 
by the Union. 
The University of Queensland Union is now 
the largest, most financial, and possibly the 
most powerful, at least in potential, student 
organisation in Australia. In all other Aust-
ralian Universities (except W.A. and Cook, 
both of which are small compared to Qld) 
the functions of UQU are split between a 
Union and a Students' Representative Council. 
The Union runs the Refectory and catering, 
looks after the buildings, and generally fills 
the role of the UQU House Committee. The 
Union Council is generally representative of all 
sections of the University community, but 
there is usually a University-appointed Warden 
who can, and frequently does, totally ignore 
the interests and requirements of students in 
making decisions regarding the functioning 
of the catering and other Union services. 
The "political" aspects of student life at 
Southern Universities is handled by the SRC. 
This is usually crippled in its activities by 
lack of finance. Many SRCs spend a majority 
of their money on their newspaper, and much 
of the remainder on NUAUS fees, leaving 
precious little for all the other activities which 
can be found on UQU's revenue budget. 
The point behind this rather long excursion 
into the state of affairs at Southern Unis is 
to point out. that UQU is in an extraordinarily 
strong position to take action on social issues 
tohen the majority of students wants it to. 
In the case of the 1967 March to Roma 
Street, it was obvious that a large number of 
students approved of and supported the march, 
and in the weeks that followed the Union 
spent over $2000 explaining the students' 
action and the need for it. No SRC would be 
able to find this kind of money. 
In the original article referred to earlier, 
the authors speak of "piercing the facade of 
representation". This, to me, is the crux of 
the whole matter. Union Council, as it stands 
at present, is probably a pretty representative -
cross-section of the undergraduate community 
of the university. The present system of elected 
representatives meeting to decide Union Policy, 
whilst far from perfect, is surely better than . 
the "classroom democracy" advocated by some 
sections of the student body. 
The trouble with "classroom democracy" 
is that so much depends on the person who 
is counting the show of hands. Quite apart 
from the possibility of intimidation, it seems 
likely that, if the vote teller is a member of 
RSSA, a vote in favour of the radical view 
will be recorded. Conversely, if the teller is 
a member of the Liberal Group, a vote for 
the conservative view will result. 
Another difficulty would be the willingness 
of groups to be bound by the votes taken. 
I can recall many Forum meetings at which 
Tuesday, 21 s» April, 1970 
a vote has been taken as to whether a march 
or demonsti-ation should take place. Although 
tills vote has clearly shown that a majority 
of people assembled to listen to the Forum 
do not want any direct action to take place, 
die activists have decided that those voting 
against the action do not know anything and 
can be disregarded. The result - one unwanted 
demo. 
In fact, much of the current agitation 
against the Union can, I think, be attributed 
to "sour grapes". If the radicals had control 
oVer the Union, as they have over many 
Southern SRCs, diere would be few, if any, 
complaints about its activities, or how rep-
resentative of student opinion tiiese activities 
were. 
The autiiors of the original article put 
, quote marks around the word "representative", 
and complain that a Vice-President of the 
Union did not state his political affiliations 
in his policy speech printed in Semper. This 
complaint ignores the two facts that this 
candidate made his political viewpoint well 
known in his electioneering outsiiie Semper; 
and Uiat die radical candidate standing against 
him did make his political leanings known. 
The fact of tiic matter is tiiat, after more 
than four years of activity on this Campus, 
the radicals have been unsuccessful in attracting 
tiie support of more tiian a small minority 
of the students, and this fact is reflected in 
tiie results of tiic Annual Union Elections. 
In almost all faculties, the surest way for a 
candidate to lose an election is for him to 
state that he is a radical. 
Mention should perhaps be made of the 
recent Union By-election, which has caused 
some commotion. Although tiiere is no doubt 
that tiie Union made a grave error in appoint-
ing as Acting Electoral Officer a person of 
strongly-held political views, whose ineptitude 
is matched only by his lack of tact, there 
seems Httic doubt that the students of this 
University ended up with the representatives 
tiiey deserved. Whilst some of tiic complaints 
concerning this election, if true, give grounds 
for considerable disquiet, the radicals can hardly 
complain about a sign urging students to vote 
responsibly - unless, of course, tiiey arc 
willing to admit that they arc irresponsible. 
The solution to the radicals' problem of 
lack of power is not "voting in the classrooms" 
or abolition of the Union or any other con-
venieiit catchcry. Voting in the classrooms, 
even if honestly conducted, would at present 
lead to the same results as arc reflected in 
Union Elections - radicals would lose and 
conservatives would wm. The only way in 
which radicals will win power and gain action 
on this Campus is by presenting then- policies 
in such a way that they win support from 
a majority of the students. 
Until such a time as this is achieved it 
seems "inconccibably dishonest" for tiic radicals 
to set tiicmselves up as dictators of the direc-
tion which tiie Union should take. Their 
claim to be more "politically aware" tiian 
the majority of tiie Campus community (and, 
therefore, given the sole right to judge whether 
a person or organisation's activities are in 
tiie public interest) is manrcd by tiie exU-a-
ordinary nauvcte of some of their public 
statements, in which they seem to assume 
that the University and Society in j-neral can 
be changed at the drop of a hat j . ; t because 
they wish it to be. ' 
The arrogance of some of th^ udicals' 
demands is quite amazing, and this arrogance 
and lack of tolerance for any opposing view-
point probably accounts to some extent for 
their lack of success in winning support on 
Campus. Perhaps it is tunc tiiat the radicals 
took a long-term view and started by trying 
to win support rather than jumping into direct 
action, boots and all, and alienating possible 
supporters. 
• Nick Booth 
The views expressed in this article are the personal 
^ rejiect the policy or opinions of the University of 
Q"^ensland Union, (ts Council, or any individual 
officers of the Union. 
Tuesday, 21st April, 
Contemporary 
Arts Society 
presents 
COLOR 
IN THE 
CINEMA 
A Festival of great 
masterpieces of 
the Color Film 
TTie objects of diis Festival arc to afford attention 
to die colour film sjpecifically, and to consider the 
manifold constructive character of colour in Uie 
anema generally. 
These objects are to be realised through die 
screening of certain nwJM formative colour fihns. 
These films are from many different counoies and 
reflect tlieir origin. Sources or origin range from 
Italy through France to the U.S.A. Directors range 
from American traditionalist John Ford to French 
New Wave "surfie" Jean Luc Godard. The various 
aspects of colour have been fully considered during 
choice of these films to illustrate such facets as 
colour range, balance, emotional effect, aesdieric 
appeal and iconic value. 
The Festival will consist of eight programs and 
one Seminar at which fluid refreshment will be 
provided to Festival Members. Festival Member-
ship (all sessions) is available to Contemporary 
Arts Members for S2.S0 and Non-Members for 
83.50. Admission to single programs will be avail-
able for 81.00 (Members and Non-Members). 
Season Tickets will be available from April 12: 
Tickets may be purchased at the following venues, 
(a) Any prior Contemporary Arts Society 
screening 
(b) American Book Store 
(c) Union Shop 
(d) or by writing to the Secretary/Treasurer, 
c/- University of Q.ld. Union. 
Festival membership is restricted to 200 persons. 
The most ambitious venture ever 
undertaken by the Contemporary 
Arts Society, the total cost of the 
color festival being estimated at 
$1,200. 
This festival is the finest selection 
of movies ever to be screened in 
Queensland. 
Festival Membership is strictly 
being limited to 200 persons. 
Cost per movie to C.A.S. mem-
bers is 15 cents. 
Cost per movie to non-members 
of C.A.S, is 21 cents. 
COLOUR IN THE CINEMA 
AVALON 
WEDNESDAY APRIL 29 — 
SUNDAY MAY 3 
FLOREAT 
give bl ood 
for commem 
Semper Floreat Tuesday, 21st. April 
